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upon, by a generous deference for misapprehen- 


sion and alarm, to decide what can be made, with- | 


out substantive sacrifice of principle, which will | 
sustain patriotism in its brave struggle face to | 


face against rebellion; which will break the sway — 


of revolutionary leaders; which will give repose 
to presént troubles, without at the same time sow- 
ing the seeds of greater troubles to come. 

it is natural that there should be great diver- 
sity of opinion in regard to the manner in which 


the present crisis is to be met. The mind is be- | 


wildered in seeking the means of quieting dis- 
turbances which spring from diseased apprehen- 
sion instead of real grievance. It is an occasion 
when patriotic minds must differ, and when the 
exercise of charity is the duty of all. 

Mr. Speaker, the perils which surround us and 
menace the Republic, if they indeed spring from 
any infirmity in our Constitution, as in some de- 
gree they may, are, at the same time, a historic 
tribute to the greatness of our institutions. The 
illustrious men who framed the Constitution, and 
adjusted with a wisdom so near divine the bound- 
aries of Federal and State authority, did not fore- 
see the amazing energy to which the institutions 
they were inaugurating was to give birth. In 
less than three quarters of a century—a period 
hardly to be estimated in the life of a nation—an 


expansion of territory has been witnessed which | 
they had notanticipated in alltime. The utmost | 


expansion of the Federal Union which they had 
contemplated comprised merely the organization 
into States of the then existing territory of the 
nation. Nor were they without apprehension that 


even this breadth of empire might be fatal to | 


union, and productive of discord, menacing lib- 
erty itself. The wonderful progress in practical 
science, by which the means of transit and com- 
munication have been so singularly multiplied and 
quickened, and by which old ideas of distance 
have beenso nearly annihilated, and the flexibilit 

with which our Constitution has adapted itself to 


numerous unforeseen exigencies, have removed | 


this apprehension, and demonstrated its adapted- 
ness to a people, however widely separated, who 
possess the homogeneous elements of a common 
origin, language, traditions, and ideas of law. 

But the mode of governing acquisitions never 
anticipated, the point where local and Federal 
authority over them were severally to begin and 
end, these, of course, were not prescribed; and 
to that, in no inconsiderable degree, is to be attrib- 
uted the misfortune that those who never experi- 
enced the disadvantages and dangers which pre- 
ceded union, of which our Constitution is the fruit 
and confirmation, are called upon to settle the 
troubles of to-day. 

Mr. Jefferson, during whose administration the 
first acquisition was made, entertained the opin- 
ion that there was a want of constitutional power, 
and paused in the midst of all advantages prom- 
ised to contemplate the danger of overstepping 
the strict limits of constitutional authority. But 
the West, with the audacity of youth, demanded 
a free outlet for her commerce through the mouths 
of the Mississippi, and formidably threatened to 
seize by violence from a foreign Power, if it could 
not be acquired by constitutional means, the ter- 
ritory that frowned upon her trade. Mr. Jeffer- 
son, proud of the expansive energy of the young 
empire dawning in the West, and confident of the 
strength of our Federal system, for once gave 
way, and the Constitution was expanded, by a 
loose interpretation, to meet theemergency. Thus 
the region was acquired which now comprises 
the States of Louisiana, Arkansas, Missouri, and 
Kansas, and some of the organized Territories. 

While shutting out all extraneous lights, the 
Constitution, to the student exempt from the bias 
of passion or self-interest, leaves no doubt that, 
in the contemplation of its framers, slavery was 
regarded as a relation existing only where estab- 
lished and maintained by local Jaw, and was 
meant, while thus tolerates, not to be fostered by 
the Federal Government; and while cotempora- 
neous history is luminous with corroborating 
proof, yet let us not deem it after all passing 
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| ciple at least, be the appearance of mutual conces- | 
| sion. When the Constitution was adopted, nearly 





; among us. 
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| swiftly and audaciously the rugged path of em- || premacy more conspicuous. 


| pire must expect often not to perceive the preci- || 
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strange, when the Government, by acquiring ter- 
ritory, seems to have outgrown its machinery, 
that there should beeccentric movements and jar- 
rings, and that angry controversies should arise, 


such as we meet to-day. They who travel so || 


vices on the way, till they have reached their | 
rink, 

Could the framers of the Constitution have fore- 
seen the empire that was to be added to the pos- 
sessions of the nation, the manner in which the 
distracting subject of slavery, that now excitesus, | 
was disposed of in the northwestern territory co- | 
temporaneously with the adoption of the Consti- 
tution, and their recorded opinions, leave little 
doubt that such distinct provisions would have 
been made concerning it as would make its secu- 
rity in the States repose upon some other basis, 
than the policy of extending itinto the Territories. 

But we approach the exciting a ofslavery, 
in all its aspects, under different and less favorable | 
auspices. They dealt with it, under the circum- | 
stances which then existed, not as sentimentalists | 
insisting on present abolition, and thus defeating | 
Union, but as statesmen recognizing its existence | 
and furnishing it securities against external inter- || 
ference, but discouraging its extension by treating 
it as the creature of locallaw. We ought to deal 
with it, also, under the circumstances which now 
exist, in a practical manner suited to the exigency. | 
If angry passions are aroused, a just but not de- | 
grading forbearance must be exercised ; if adverse || 
views prevail, there must, within the limit of prin- | 


all the States were slaveholding. ‘The culture ofa | 
particular staple, thatnow makes slavery so profit- 
able, was not then known. Slavery was then 
regarded as an evil—not to be removed, indeed, 
otherwise than gradually and by State regulations, | 
but to remain within its local boundaries and qui- 
etly to pass away. Now, sir, we behold it, with 
a field vastly widened by the mere natural increase 
of the servile race, representing enormous pecu- 
niary interests, and so intimately interwoven with 
the social structure and industrial policy of a great 
section of the country, as to ask and to feel the 
need for its security of the most explicit assur- 
ances and guarantees of repose from every form 
of external interference. The property over which | 
dominion is claimed is the most peculiar of all— 
capable of escape, for it has intelligent locomo- 
tion; capable of mischief, for it has passions; in 
case of escape, valueless; in case of mischievous 
inclination, infinitely to be feared. It is an excep- 
tional property; to cultivated nations known only 
The enlightened self-interest of the 
Old W orld has discarded it; its conscience frowns 
upon it, It prevents, too, the diversification of 
industrial pursuits; thus retarding the growth of 
population, and producing a relative lethargy in 
the midst of surrounding progress. All this en- 
hances the apprehension of external aggression, 
and makes those who are interested in it as an 
institution quick to seize and to magnify every 
circumstance out of which danger can arise. 

A few years since, sir, it possessed not only the 
guarantees with which the Constitution shielded 
it against external aggression, but by the peculiar 
structure of a particular branch of the legislative 
department, and a dexterity on the part of those 
interested in it, in the management of political 
machinery in which the busy North was wholly 
unpracticed, it was dominant in political affairs. 
But now, while it retains all the securities with 
which the Constitution invested it, and is not men- 
aced with any changes in that instrument; while 
it has expanded itself over a great territory and 
represents an interest of far greater magnitude 
than in the early days; yet, the rival system of |) 
free labor in the northern States, founded upon | 
the policy of educating, compensating, and in- || 
vesting with all political franchises the agents of || 
industry, and diversifying theiremployments, has 
so increased the population of the northern States, 
and their number, as to give them, whenever they 
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|| ernment. 
| same causes which, quite in defiance of political 
| dexterity and oppdSition, have produced these 
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choose to exertit, the political control of the Gov- 
Nor is this relation temporary. The 


results, are constantly hereafter to render that su- 


Ambitious men out 
of power who would resort to desperate ex pedients 
to get in it; ambitious men in power who fear that 


| these will turn them out; great leaders, aspiring 


to highest distinction, whose excesses have made 
them unpopular with the nation while not odious 
to a particular section, have sought with infinite 
industry, and with not Tess skill, to avail them- 
selves of this circumstance to touch the mercu- 
rial passions of the South, and to excite alarm 
and apprehension, by representing to the sdouth- 
ern people that this political power menaces the 
security of their property and the quiet and safety 
of their domestic sanctuaries. There is no mis- 
representation to which they have not resorted, 
and there is none, it would seem, too incredible 
for belief. A popular panic has thus been created— 
a belief widely spread through the southern States 
that their institutions are menaced, and that the 
party coming into power designs, in some sense, 
to put them under a yoke. This belief has been 
expressed by violent exhibitions. States have 
seceded, which have never experienced in the 
Union anything but blessings; ambitious leaders 


| throwing themselves in front, an alarmed people 


following and supporting them. Other States 
threaten to go, and are merely held in restraint 
by efforts of patriotic men who have begged a 
truce. 

If, sir, we can, by a wise and firm moderation, 
pass this transition period, and the South shall 
perceive that this transfer of power does not affect 
the security of her institutions, the present trou- 
bles will cease. Let us then endeavor to meet 
this exigency with practical good sense, ra‘ er 
than stiff theories and unrelaxing pride of opinion, 
and tranquillity can probably be restored without 
any sacrifice of principle. 

hat do the southern people want? They fear 
that the Constitution does not plainly protect their 
domestic relations from external aggression; and 
also, that it may be amended so as to render val- 
ueless their slave property... They want a plain 
and permanent guarantee that no such thing shall 
be attempted or be possible. Sir, how does it 
harm us to give it? The Constitution, we have 
no doubt, already does so. But they entertain 
apprehension that it does not explicitly enough to 
furnish sure restraint. Shall we not give it in the 
mostexplicitterms? Shall we not removeall ground 
of alarm on that account fully and promptly, now 
and forever? The Constitution was meant to be 
a plain instrument; and an amendment can do no 
harm which removes e fear of lurking powers. 
I shall therefore, sir, favor the submission to the 
people of the amendment reported by the com- 
mittee of thirty-three. And I say to our southern 
friends that this will secure your peculiar institu- 
tion from external interference and aggression far 
better than can any race for political power with 
the non-slaveholding States. 

I know, sir, that on this side of the House there 
is, in the minds of some members, a great repug- 
nance to amending the Constitution. If the ob- 
ject were to change that instrument, in order to 
venture upon some new experiment in the con- 
dact of Government, such repugnance would be 
well founded. But the purpose is to make exist- 
ing provisions more plain, so as to remove ill- 
founded, but anxious, apprehensions of possible 
dangers,and thus to strengthen the bond of Union 
which the Constitution was made to confirm. 
Under circumstances similar, except that the oc- 
casion was far less momentous, the Constitution 
was early amended, by adding clauses, not to 
change or modify the instrument, but to prevent 


| misconstruction of existing provisions. The ninth 


and eleventh amendments were made for that 
purpose, and thus uneasifiess and apprehension 
were allayed by specifying in explicit words what 
was before obviously implied. 

It may, however, be said that we propose to 
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ing in the amending clause that a particular pro- 
vision shal! not be amended, except by concur- 
rence of all the States. That may be admitted. 
But a change of the Federal Constitution which 
would allow an interference with the domestic 
policy or institutions of a State, would be subver- 
sive of the very genius and structure of our Gov- 
ernment, and would be such an act of oppression 
by the majority as, though tolerated by the letter, 
would be so repugnant to the spirit of the Con- 
stitutionas likely, whenever attempted, to produce 
civil: commotions menacing the stability of the 
Union, 

Sir, whenever, without altering its real import, 
itis proposed to amend the Constitution by merely 
removing obscurity from any of its provisions, or 
making plainer its guarantees, if civil troubles 
can thus be quieted, or estranged fraternal affec- 
tions recalied, or patriotic men, struggling bravely 
againstodds to support the union of these States, 
can be cheered al aeamadicamael and reassured, 
it will receive from me no hesitating support. 

Nor are we, | trust, at all reluctant to recom- 
mend the removal from our State statute-books 
of all laws, if any such there be, which stand in 
the way of a full and faithful compliance with 
every constitutional obligation. Much as south- 
ern violence has done to inflame our people, they 
have learned to discipline their passions, and are 
willing to be just. ‘The duty to surrender a fu- 
gitive from labor, upon claim of the person to 
whom such labor is due, is expressly enjoined by 
the Constitution. The State laws which have been 

assed in conflict with it, if there be any such, 

ave been chiefly directed to preventing the un- 
lawful removal, under color and by reason of the 
summary character of the provisions of the fugi- 
tive slave law, of persons—not fugitives, but free- 
men—to places where they would not be able to 
make a successful assertion of their undoubted 
right to liberty. The State which I have the honor 
in part to represent has never enacted any stat- 
ute impinging upon this constitutional require- 
ment. The law for the recovery of fugitives from 
labor has been faithfully executed within her bor- 
ders. Itisalaw which ali just men, without refer- 
ence to party or section, adonit contains some very 
harsh features, designed, perhaps, to strengthen, 
but tending seriously to weaken, its efficiency. 
But its particular fault is, that it does not secure 
te the alleged fugitive the right to be taken to the 

lace whence he is asserted to have escaped, to 
lone his claim to liberty tested by the judicial tri- 
bunals. ‘This fault has often elicited expressions 
of repugnance to the law, which have been mis- 


taken for indisposition to observe the constitu- 


tional requirement. I think there are few—I know 
not that Soave are any—who do not believe that if 
the right which | have mentioned were guarantied, 
the claim to liberty would be fairly and impar- 
tially adjudicated. It is fit that asouthern states- 
man should have sought to redress this fault, and 
furnish this remedy, by introducing into the com- 
mittee an amendment to the law, which, by ren- 
dering it more humane, will make its remedial 
provisions really more effectual. 

The amendments mentioned—the one to the 
Constitution, the other to the law relating to fugi- 
tives, and the repeal of unconstitutional statutes— 
ought alone to restore the era of fraternal concord. 
The amendment to the Constitution would for- 
ever secure your domestic institution from exter- 
nal interference, by impregnable defenses; the 
statute amendment would provide a remedy pre- 
venting freemen from being enslaved under color 
of a law to prevent escaped slaves from becoming 
freemen. 

But southern gentlemen on the other side of the 
Chamber are sull not content. The territorial 
— remains unadjusted. The committee of 

irty-three, of which the distinguished gentleman 
from Ohio (Mr. Conway] is the head, have, how- 
ever, offered to remove that subject of dispute. 
They propose that we shall admit into the Union 
as a State, with such a constitution as its inhab- 
itants may adopt, a Territory whose local statute 
law now tolerates African servitude. You say, 
however, that New Mexico is not adapted to sla- 
very; that slavery, though reecgnized by law, 
Coes not exist in fact; that, though nominally es- 
tablished, it can gain no permanent foothold, and 
must necessarily be of brief duration, because the 
labor of slaves cannot be made productive. Let 
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the Administration just coming into power has 
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us allow all this to be true. We believe it to be 
s0. Arecent census has surprised us all, indeed, 
| by showing that there are but twenty-two slaves 

in that Territory, ten of whom are temporarily 
| there with public officers.. Your complaint against 
been, that it meant, by congressional legislation, 
to expel slavery from the Territories. e now 
propose to remove this complaint, by withdraw- 
ing the whole subject, as to the territory we own, 
from the control of the Administration, and refer- 
ring it to the people immediately to be affected. 
We offer, in order to give repose to the country, 
to settle the whole territorial controversy, by al- 
lowing the condition of all the soil we possess to 
be fixed, in relation to its domestic conditions, by 
the inhabitants immediately concerned. 

What will then remain to renew controversy? 
Your domestic institutions protected from exter- 
nal interference by the most explicit safeguards; 
laws obstructing the recovery of fugitive servants 
repealed; the odious feature of the fugitive act 
amended so as to protect the free, without releas- 
ing the bond of the enslaved; the terrjtorial ques- 
tion settled by the conversion of the territory into 
States; all subjects of mutual grievance fully and 
justly disposed of. Why, then, may not the coun- 
try rest from the unhappy strifes that have so 
weakened the bond of brotherhood? Why may 
not those cordial relations be resumed, that used 
to exist between the sections? We hear much of 
guarantees. The guarantee we want is not so 
much the guarantee of constitutional and statute 
provisions, as of mutual good temper. Here is 
the way to it. With it come peace, contentment, 
fraternity. 

Ali! sadly enough, when we hedge you round 
with all possible securities against external inter- 
ference with your domestic relations, you still 
wish to run with us the ambitious race for polit- 
ical power. While the populous North, with its 
increasing millions, more vitally interested in ter- 
ritorial expansion, and more addicted to migratory 
adventure than yourselves, is willing to forego 
that expansion,and put a check upon adventure, 
for the sake of peace, you covet further acquisi- 
tions. You parcel out, in imagination, the terri- 
tory of a neighboring nation, with which we are 
at peace; and, as if to covet were to possess, you 
demand, as a condition for further enjoying the 
advantages of Union, that provision shall be made, 
in advance, for the recognition and protection of 
slavery in all such acquisitions. You are not will- 
ing to trust another generation to meet the natural 
exigencies of its position; you are not content to 
leave to them, when the question shall arise, the 
choice in which they will be so much more vitally 
interested than yourselves, whether they will ac- 
cept the arrangement which can then be made, or 
essay to destroy a Government which, in the life- 
time of men now living, has eclipsed the splendor 
to which Rome attained in its proudest days, and 
has been the bountiful source of civil blessings 
never before experienced by mankind. 

The plan which you propose is presented as a 
settlement of controversy. If by a settlement you 
mean a mode of giving final repose to the ques- 
tion, it seems to me you greatly err. Your pol- 
icy, instead of being pacific, is the policy of per- 
petual agitation It is the forerunner and pledge 
of endless strife. It demands protection for sla- 
very in every Territory, until it has attained toa 
population of an eighth of a million, without ref- 
erence to the adaptation of soil, climate, or pro- 
ductions, in the face, if need be, of a hostile pub- 
lic sentiment, and in opposition to the industrial 
policy of the community. It introduces the Fed- 
eral Deetieeneneet as a foreign authority, in dero- 
gation of the genius of our system, to enforce 
what, in the States, is universally a matter of 
municipal and domestic regulation; and it will be 
prolific of that strife which always attends the 
enforcement of a domestic policy not springing 
from the local sentiment, It will be difficult to 
make the inhabitants of a populous Territory un- 
derstand why they are powerless to control their 
domestic arrangements, when States, with less 
population, are doing so for themselves. Sir, our 
people are habituated to the exercise of local self- 

vernment, and of forming their own systems of 
industrial policy; and until you can, by legisla- 
tion, make them something else than Americans, 
they will, whenever they are organized into strong 
communities, assert this habit, peaceably if they 
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can, and if not peaceably, then as the may 
And thus your policy, so pacific in prodcecien, 
when put into practical application, instead of 
bringing peace, will bring a sword. 

Do you hope by this policy to exclude the North 
from ee in the common territory, ang 
thus, by making new slaveholding States, to re. 
gain the changed scepter of political power? Tye 
northern masses are, indeed, averse to settling 
where sldves meet them in the fields of industry 
and share in their pursuits; but the experience jy 
a recent Territory has taught them a lesson of 
confidence in the power of free and diversified jy. 
dustry to press its peaceful way, in the vey face 
of hostile political influence and armed resisiance, 
to assured success; and that experience, however 
sad the occasion of it, can never be recalled or lost, 
When, therefore, new Territories are opened, if 
slavery shall be even recognized and protected 
northern and southern men will alike rush in, with 
the industrial ideas to which wer have been bred 
and the dominant sentiment will 
the mastery. 

The road to peace assuredly lies elsewhere. The 
fruits which you desire are more likely to be at- 
tained by keeping the well-poised temper which 
used to be your wont, and skillfully wielding, in 
the nick of time, that balance of power which 
makes minorities, well cemented, achieve ad vant- 
ages so much wees any theoretical estimate of 
their strength. ith the tact and skill to which 
ae statesmen attain by long retention in pub- 
ic life, you would be quite as likely, when the 
critical moment for practical legislation arrived, 
to win the object sehich you desire, as by that 
protective policy to which you have recently be- 
come wedded, that will necessarily provoke, when 
brought to practical experiment, a rude collision 
of numbers and animal forces, excite unhappy 
strifes, and be injurious to all concerned. 

You sometimes say, protection to slavery or 
dissolution. But, if dissolution, what then? Re- 
member that the repugnance to the extension of 
slavery is the strongest check to northern migra- 
tory adventure. When that check shall be re- 
moved, when that adventure shall be stimulated 
by the idea of preventing the spread of human 
servitude, when it shall be welcomed on account 
of a coincidence of domestic policy, rather than 
repelled by the people among whom its adven- 
turous emigrants shall settle, then will that cor- 
don of freedom be indeed stretched around you 
of which you have so often expressed apprehen- 
sion; and the hostile spirit excited by emulation 
in endeavoring to plant rival institutions render 
your domestic institutions utterly insecure. But 
not only this. You imagine you get security for 
slavery by establishing a separate confederacy. 
Never was there a greater mistake. You are now 
a great landed aristocracy; the slave is, as it were, 
your feudal vassal. So long as you can suppress 
commerce and manufactures, pe can maintain 
your sway. A separate confederacy will give 
these at least a foothold. Wherever they go, they 
are the missionaries of freedom. When did that 
strife begin that has practically crushed the power 
of the landed aristocracy of Great Britain? When 
the navigation acts were passed ; that (by prohib- 
iting the carrying trade in forgign-built vessels) 
laid the foundation of manufacturing enterprise in 
that nation. The struggle went on—* the irre- 

ressible conflict’’—against vassalage, against 

anded aristocracy, until the former ceased; and 
the triumphant passage of the act abolishing the 
corn laws was the grand announcement that the 
rule of the latter had passed oy. Had the pol- 
icy of Great Britain allowed Holland to retain her 
manufacturing supremacy , the power of the landed 
aristocracy would not have bowed its proud head 
to the ** busy pretentiousness”’ of the manufac- 
Take heed from 
this, and learn how important it is for the security 
of your institutions to heap the North as the seat 
of commercial and manufacturing enterprise. 

It appears, sir, from what I have remarked, 
that I regard the basis of settlement proposed by 
the committee of thirty-three as the best which 
has yet been offered. I cannot perceive why \t 
ought not to — end to civil troubles, and re- 
store fratérnal relations between the States. 

I do not under-estimate, I trust, Mr. Speaker, 
the inestimable value of the Union. To preserve 
it, I believe that everything, if necessary, ought 
to be sacrificed by patriotic men of all partes 
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except the very substance of principle. ‘The his- | 


tory of mankind furnishes no instance of a nation 
whose people have enjoyed, at any period of its 
history, blessings equal to those which we have 
enjoyed in the present Union. The sovereigns 
of the two great rival nations across the water, 
catching by sympathy the ardent attachment of 
their Subjects for our free system of Government, 
have dropped all their jealousies toward us, and 
deprecate the dismemberment of the Union asa 
calamity to mankind. What a spectacle do we 
present! A nation in the very zenith of prosper- 
ity, not debauched by vice, not enervated by lux- 
ury, but in the full vigor of youth and strength, 
apparently falling to pieces. 

Why, sir, we have not yet recovered from our 
rejoicing that the inspiration of our example has 
just rolled away the stone from the mouth of the 
sepulcher of a long-buried nation, and that omy 
radiant with freedom, has risen from the dead! 
We know, sir, the passionate love of the great 
Hungarian people for our institutions, and, above 
all, their reverence for the name of Washington. 
Long overborne by oppression, how often have 
their pulses been stirred by words from their 
exiled patriots, describing the felicity and the 
august progress of the country of Washington! 
And now, sir, put your ear to the water, and you 
can almost hear, coming across the seas, the tramp 
of those gathering legions, which, under the great 
Garibaldi, (who hate the impetuosity of Napo- 
leon with the disinterestedness of Washington,) 
mean to tread the path we trod, by whatever sacri- 
fice of blood and treasure, to an assured liberty. 
Sir, has the one nation risen, and is the other 
rising from the dead, only to behold the spectacle 
of the dissolution of the great American Govern- 
ment? No, sir; rather let us believe that, cemented 


| 


afresh by the roused loyalty and patriotism of the | 
people, she will resume her place in the van of the 


nations marching in the path of constitutional free- 
dom! 

But, sir, when concessions involving no sub- 
stantial sacrifice of principle are proposed, some 
gentlemen on this side of the House say: will you 
compound with traitors? I answer, no, never! 
I will compound with patriotic men, who have 


been deceived, who have been misled, and thus | 


put down traitors! 

Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding all the gloom 
that surrounds us; notwithstanding the stars and 
stripes have been superseded in two of the States 
by the rattlesnake and the pelican; notwithstand- 
ing the old national songs that have so often stirred 
the pulses of the American soldier on the eve of 


battle, and of the American citizen in foreign lands | 


have been proscribed and forbidden in some of the 
States, I cannot but believe that, except as to two 
or three of the States, we are on the eve of recon- 
ciliation, reunion, and peace. All our grievances, 
real and fictitious, are being mutually stated; all 
our feelings thoroughly unbosomed; misappre- 
hensions are thus being removed; emollients are 
thus being applied; and weare being taught how 
completely we are one, not alone in material in- 
terest, but one in kindred and inspiring recollec- 
tions, and one by the bonds of an uneffaced af- 
fection. Those who have plotted to divide this 
Union, under the pretense of redressing griev- 
ances, will soon, I think, see their capital mis- 
take. Right well have they seen the importance 
of precipitation—of hurrying the South while yet 


blind with passions, excited by foulest deception | 


and etek en over the precipice of dis- 
union. H 

along the border between the citizens of slave- 
holding and free States has stopped the conflagra- 
tion at the southern border of Virginia, Mary- 
land, and Kentucky, and they and Tennessee, 
and the old North State, are yet loyal and true to 
the Union. Thank God, sir, that these States 
have been brought to pause and solemnly to sur- 
vey the immeasurable calamities of disunion—of 
affections estranged; of property escaped and ir- 
reclaimable; of houses canta by fire; of cities 
sacked ; of villages destroyed; of farms laid waste 
on both sides of the line; of the exhausting expense 
of border fortifications and standing armies; of 
fierce and bloodthirsty animosities, requiring ages 
to appease and to forget. And for what? Why, 
sir, that Maryland may be separated from Penn- 
sylvania; that Virginia may be severed from Penn- 
sylvania and Ohio; that Kentucky may be dis- 
united from Ohio and Indiana and Illinois; that 


ank God, that personal acquaintance | 
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cotton is most loyal to the Union. Let the future 


emn moments, by rudely demanding a passport. 








| day, feel themselves as strongly bound to Mary- 
| land, Virginia, Kentucky, and Missouri, by in- 
terest, good-will, sympathy, and affection, as the 
latter can possibly feel themselves bound to the 
| cotton-growing States. Sir, it is said by certain 
| enthusiastic persons that cotton isking! Not yet, 
| sir. Let me say, if cotton is ever to be king, he 
will have to establish his dynasty on some other 
basis than this. Cotton will be most king when 








be witness of this prediction. 

Mr. Speaker, I confess to peculiar feelings when 
I meditate upon the dissolution of this Union. I 
have lived in a slaveholding State. Ona beauti- 
ful hillin Kentucky, quite within sight of the resi- 
dence of one of my colleagues, in a simple rural 
family graveyard, lie the remainsof my father and 
mother, brothers and sister. I desire, that while 
I live, at least, and while my children live, the 
ashes of those who were so dear to me while 
living, and whose memories are my precious in- 
heritance, shall repose in my country, and not 
within a foreign jurisdiction. When I would visit 
their simple graves, I desire that no officer shal 
question my right, and disturb me in those sol- 


How manyare like me; how very many! 

Mr. Speaker, the immediate cause of all the 
calamities which now threaten to sever the golden 
bonds which have heretofore united us, is the too 
long continuance in power of a single political 
party. During the period in which it has held 
»ower, it has survived the issues which gave it 
firth, and its chiefs having led it into excesses 
which shook the confidence of the country, it has 
been able, by the unexampled strength of its or- 
ganization, and the military fertility and precision 
of its strategy, to divide, to distract, to demoralize 
the opposing forces, and still to hold to the reins 
of publie authority. Abandoned in the northern 
States by those who, i:. .any contests, have borne 
the heat and burden of thesday—sustained with 
protest by the great part of those there who still 
adhere to it—its Ee doom seems at length to 

2 


have approached. Behold it now— 


** Like some vast rock, 
Which has, for unimaginable years, 
Sustained itself, with terror and with toil, 
Over a gulf, and with the agony 
With which it clings, seems slowly coming down.” 


It has broken a great compact, the adoption of 
which was hailed with rejoicing and wild acclaim, 
from the Kennebec to the delta of the Mississippi, 
as the perpetual pledge of fraternal peace. It 
has proclaimed the right of territorial self-govern- 
ment; yet we have seen how long, on account of 
the first fruits of its practical application, it has 
refused to one hundred and fifty thousand people 
the sovereign rights which it os so often con- 
ceded to one-fifth of the number. It has pro- 
nounced the right of the people of a Territory to 
| form and regulate their domestic institutions, in- 
herent in the very genius of our Government and 
essential to liberty itself, yet the exercise of that 
right having in a single case displeased it, its 
leaders have not hesitated to attack and ridicule 
that right, and its subalterns have not failed to 
sneer at that class of inhabitants asa miserable 
aggregation of aliens and squatters. It has run 
the Government into bankruptcy, and its chiefs 
have plundered it at its very , ohana Yet, dis- 
daining apology, we have seen them feted at pub- 
lic dinners as patriots and public benefactors. 
And now, sir, having accomplished its work of 
desolation, like the licentious soldiery of Rome 
returning from the provinces which they had de- 
vastated, it turns its arms against the Government 
itself. Wher the voice of patriotism would call 
it back and welcome it to its early loyalty, it ex- 
claims, in its maddened pride— 

** That were low indeed, 
That were an ignominy and shame beneath, 
This downfall.” 

Availing itself, in the South, of sectional jeal- 
ousies, Which it has done so much to inflame; of 
| pisunderstandings, which it has done so much 
| to propagate; having by a system of intimida- 





tion established a censorship over the press and 
stifled free speech under pretense of securing the 
public safety, yet menacing that safety with the 
false declaration that a victorious party north de- 
sires to set bondmen free, thus frenzying appre- 
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It is imposing stupendous burdens, inei- 
dent to formidable military preparations, upon a 
people deluded inte an apprehension of unconsti- 
tutional aggression, and of war. And it seems to 
revel in the satisfaction that, if it may not rule, it 
yet may ruin. 

And this, sir, is the melancholy end of that 
great party organization which, springing first 
into existence under the auspices of Jefferson, and 
strengthened into unexampled vigor by*the pa- 
triotic purpose and indomitable resolution of Jack- 
son, was so long and so justly the friend and the 
idol of the people. It has experienced the com- 
mon fate of parties which have too long tasted the 
fruits of power. Its death struggies are those of 
a party which is held together by the cohesive 
power of party discipline and love of office, instead 
of the vital power of great ideas. 

Mr. Speaker, notwithstanding all the warring 
elements around us which threaten to drive the 
Government to wreck, I cannot bring myself to 
despair of the Republic. Our compass and our 
sheet-anchor yetremain. God isin history. This 
public liberty which we enjoy, won by so many 

atriotic sacrifices—baptized in the blood of an il- 
lestvinns ancestry—shedding its copious blessings 
not only upon us but upon mankind ; this temple 
of freedom for which ages have been gathering 
the materials, wrought from principles to main- 
tain and defend which illustrious men in another 
hemisphere have willingly endured the block and 
the scaffold, and in this have poured out their pa- 
triotic blood in many battle-fields; these, sir, the 
kind Providence which has so long watched over 
and guided the nation, will not allow to be de- 
stroyed by the sudden hand of ambitious violence. 
If to-day patriotism stands appalled and madness 
rules the hour, in the moment of the greatest ex- 
tremity of the country, the recollections of its 
immortal past, the unexampled blessings of the 
present, the auspices which open up the abounding 
glory of the august future of a continued Union, 
shall arrest madness, shall reinspire disheartened 
patriotism, shall rekindle declining hope, and urge 
all hearts to a kind,a brave, an undespairing and 
effectual struggle—in whatever way wisdom, seele- 
ing its yet undiscovered path through sober coun- 
sels and earnest invocations of Providence, shall 
direct—to maintain unimpaired the institutions 
and Union transmitted to us by our fathers. 

Messrs. WADE and BLAKE next addressed 
the House. [Their speeches will be published in 
the Appendix. ] 

And then, on motion of Mr. HUTCHINS, (at 
nine o’clock and twenty-five minutes, p. m.,) the 
House adjourned. 


ry it. 
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Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Gurney. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 
yesterday. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I move to dispense with 
the further reading of the Journal. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. It requires unani- 
mous consent. The Chair hears no objection, 
and the further reading will be dispensed with. 


CREDENTIALS. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE presented the credentials of 
Hon. Timotny O. Howe, elected a Senator by 
the Legislature of the State of Wisconsin, for the 
term of six years, commencing on the 4th March, 
1861; which were read, and ordered to be filed. 

ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. No. 899) 
making appropriations for the support of the 
Army for the year ending June 30, 1862, reported 
it with amendments. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, 
| by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, announced that the 
| House had passed the joint resolution of the Sen- 
| ate (No. 49) to repeal the joint resolution, ap- 


e Groot. 
BILLS BECOME LAWS. 
A message from the President of the United 


| ee June 15, 1860, for the relief of William H. 
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States, by Mr. Giossprennen, his Secretary, an- 
nounced thatthe President had this day approved 
and signed the following bills: 

An act (S. No. 134) for the relief of James 
Smith; 

An act (S. No. 225) for the relief of Annie D. 
Reeves; 

An act (S. No. 227) for the relief of Laura C. 
Humber, widow of Charles H. Humber; and 

Angct (5S. No. 543) to carry into effect conven- 
tions between the United States and the Repub- 
lics of New Granada and Costa Rica. 


« SURETIES OF A. J. MITCHELL. 


Mr. ANTHONY. The Committee on Naval 
Affairs, to whom was referred the memorial of 
Mrs. Mary Mitchell, widow of A. J. Mitchell, a 

yurser in the Navy, praying that the securities of 

0 late husband may be released from the pay- 
raent of a debt unjustly alleged to be due by him to 
the United States, have instructed me to submit a 
report, accompanied by a bill for the relief of Les- 
lie Combs and Robert H. Crittenden, sureties 
of the late A. J. Mitchell, purser in the United 
States Navy. Iam also requested to ask for the 
present consideration of the bill. It will give 
rise tono discussion. Mr. Mitchell was a purser 
in the Navy, and receipted to his predecessor for 
more provisions and stores than he had on hand, 
and he was so much worked up by the disappoint- 
ment that he committed suicide. A suit was in- 
stituted against his sureties,anda judgment recov- 
ered against them for $3,300. he statement is 
verified by the chief of the bureau, and the bill for 
the relief has been reported unanimously. 

There being no objection, the bill (S. No. 568) 
for the relief of Leslie Combs and Robert H. Crit- 
tenden, sureties of the late A. J. Mitchell, purser 
in the United States Navy, was read twice, afd 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to relieve Leslie Combs and Robert H. 
Crittenden from all liability as sureties for the late 
Purser A. J. Mitchell, United States Navy, on 
account of any balance found due to the United 
States from Mutchell in the settlement of his ac- 
counts as purser on the United States steamer 
Michigan. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DANIEL B. HIBBARD. 


Mr. BINGHAM. There is a little bill on the 
Calendar appropriating about eight hundred dol- 
lars to a man in Michigan, which was reported 
unanimously last year by the Senator from Flor- 
ida [Mr. Yucee] from the Committee on the Post 
Oflice and Post Roads. I think there will be no 
objection to its passage. I move that it be now 
taken up and acted upon. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (8S. No. 
561) for the relief of Daniel B. Hibbard was read 
a second time, and considered as in Committee of 
the Whole. It proposes to direct the Postmaster 
General to pay to Daniel B. Hibbard $830, in full 
compensation for his services in transporting the 
United States mail between the villages of St. 
John’s and Lyons, Michigan, under his agree- 
ment with the deputy postmaster at St. John’s. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


COMMODORE HIRAM PAULDING. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE. I ask the Senate to take 


up the joint resolution authorizing Commodore 
Hiram Paulding to receive a sword and a grant 
of land from the Republic of Nicaragua, in order 
that it may be made a special order, I do. not 
ask that a vote be taken on it now. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the joint resolution (H. R. No. 59) author- 
izing Commodore Hiram Paulding to receive a 
sword and a grant of land from the Republic of 
Nicaragua. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, I move that it be made 
the special order for Saturday next, at half past 
eleven o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to give notice to 
the Senate that, at that time, I shall expect the 
joint resolution to be taken up and acted upon. 

thas passed the House of Representatives, and 
appropriates no money. 


| 


' 


| 
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ELIZA B. MILLS. 


- Mr. BRIGHT. I will ask the Senate to take 
up for consideration a bill appropriating only 
3500 It is a bill for the relief of Eliza B. Mills, 
widow of Robert Mills; reported from the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds at the 
last session. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (S. No. 
490) for the relief of Eliza B. Mills, widow of 
Robert Mills, was read a second time, and con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
vides for the payment of $500 for services of Rob- 
ert Mills, as Cekinect in preparing and furnishing 
plans and estimates fora marine hospital at New 
Orleans, and a public printing office in the city of 
Washington. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


POSTAL SERVICE. 


Mr. WADE. I move.do take up House bill 
No. 950, in relation to the postal service. 

The motion was agreed to; and the bill (H.R. 
No. 950) in relation to the postal service was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

des that whenever, in the opinion of the Post- 
master General, the postal service cannot be safely 
continued, or the post office revenues collected, or 
the postal laws maintained, or the cofitents of the 
mails preserved inviolate tilldeliveredto the proper 
address, on any post route, by reason of any in- 
surrection or resistance to the laws of the United 
States, he may discontinue the postal service on 
such route, or any part thereof, and any post 
offices thereon, til the same can be safely re- 
stored, and he is to report his action to Congress. 

Mr. GREEN. That bill involves a matter of 

rinciple, and ought not to be passed in a thin 
Senate, in the absence of many Senators who take 
a deep interest in the subject. I move, therefore, 
that it lie on the table. 

Mr. WADE. I hope that will not be done. It 
is an important bill, and therefore I want it con- 
sidered. ' 

Mr. KENNEDY. I ask the Senator from Ohio 
to agree to pass this bill over for a few minutes, 
until the Senate is more full, and allow me to pass 
a little bill, on which there will be no debate. 

Mr. WADE. I should be glad to accommo- 
date the Senator, but I want to go on with this 
bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Missouri moves that the biil lie on the table. 

The question being put, there were, on a divis- 
ion—ayes ten. 

Mr. WADE. Iask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Sastdtery proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LATHAM, (who at first voted * yee.” 
I change my vote. I voted as I did, because 
was not prepared to take up the bill; and I had an 
amendment which I wanted to offer that I gave to 
one of the members of the Post Office Committee 
to lay before that committee; but it was over- 
looked, and the bill was acted upon when he was 
not present, he being in another committee, I 
vote “‘nay.’’ I am as ready to act & this bill 
now, as at any other time. 

The result was announced—yeas 14, nays 23; 
as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, B ht, Do: Gre 
Hemphill, Johnson of Wahasenee ! eenaly Lane, ‘Nichol? 
son, Pearce, Rice, Sebastian, and Thomson—14. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, 
Grimes, Hale, King, Latham, Morrill, Seward, Simmons 
—- mer ba Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, an 


So the Senate refused to lay the bill or. the table. 


The bill was reported to the Senate; and the 
question was stated to be, ‘* Shall the bill be read 
a third time ?”’ 

Mr. DOUGLAS. 1 voted to lay the bill on the 
table, not with reference to its merits, but because 
I did not wish to take up the whole morning hour 
with this measure, to the exclusion of the busi- 
ness that now comes upregularly. 1] am inclined 
to favor the of the bill; and think I shall 
vote for it. Itstrikes me that it is rather a peace 
measure than otherwise, 

Mr. WADE. Certainly it is, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. It seems to me to vest a 
conservative power in the De t which may 
be exercised for the promotion of peace; it cer- 
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tainly cannot be exercised aggressively; at | 
I think it will not be. Unless I sec aos rg 
tion to the bill, I shall vote for it. 

Mr. BRIGHT. I should like to‘hear a reason 
given for changing the presentlaw. I understand 
that the present law allows the Postmaster Gen. 
eral, at his discretion, to discontinue the postal 
service on any route, by paying one month’s ad. 
ditional compensation. Does this bill propose to 
ee more, or does it propose to pay anything? 

r. WADE. It does not say anything about 
that; but, in answer to the Senator, I will state 
that the best lawyers of the Senate, perhaps, that 
have had this matter under consideration, enter. 
tain some doubts with regard to the power of the 
Postmaster General now to discontinue the sger- 
vice throughout a State, or for the causes assigned 
in this bill. There are doubts aboutit. Perhaps 
the general opinion has heretofore been that Re 
had that power; but, on a close investigation, | 
am told that in the committee of the other House 
there was a diversity of opinion; and to render so 
important a matter certain, it was thought that a 
bill should be passed on the subject. I do not 
want to go into the discussion of the question 
whether the present law does clearly and abso- 
lutely give-this power or not; because it is easier 
to pass this bill, and make that certain about 
which there are doubts entertained, than to leave 
it as it is. 

Mr. GREEN. I move to amend the bill by 
adding these words: 

And also that the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to suspend any effort to collect revenue in any such States. 

I think we ought to meet this question and pass 
judgment upon it, not by indirection, but by com- 
ing up squarely to the mark. If we intend to with- 
hold postal accommodations from these States, we 
ought, it seems to me, to withhold all efforts to 
collect revenue from them. We need not call 
them insurrectionists. That is a distinct term, 
importing a different idea entirely. These States 
are in the Union, or they are out of the Union. 
If they are in the Union, and do not interrupt the 
passage of the mails, why permit the Postmaster 
General to withhold postal accommodation from 
them? If they are out of the Union, you have a 
right to 3 your mail at their border; but you 
would also be bound to prevent any attempt to 
collect the revenue. This amendment simply ex- 
presses my idea; and I will not consume time by 
making a speech on it. I move the amendment 
which I have indicated. 

The VICE PRESIDENT, Will the Senator 
be guod enough to restate his amendment? 

Mr. GREEN. To add the words: 

And also that the Secretary of the ‘Treasury be directed 
to suspend all efforts to collect the revenue in any of the 
said States. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I suggest to the Senator from 
Missouri that there are no States mentioned be- 
fore. He ought to use the words, ‘* seceding 
States,’’ if that is what he means. 

Mr. GREEN I willalter itin that way. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I think the Senator from 
Missouri would attain his object better by meet- 
ing that question on a bill to which it would be 
pertinent. This is nota direction to discontinue 
the mails anywhere. It is nota direction that 
the mails shall be discontinued in the States which 
have seceded. Itis simply a discretionary power 
vested in the President of the United States, or 
the Postmaster General, under his direction, to 
suspend the carrying of the mails on those routes 
where he shall find obstructions. He may carry 
the mails in the States that have seceded, where 
there is no obstruction. They are thus carried 
now; but unless he suspends the mail on the 
routes where there are obstructions, he must re- 
move the obstructions, and thus produce collision. 
I understand this is a proposition to authorize the 
President of the United States to avoid collision, 
to avoid the using of military force to put down 
resistance to the carrying of the mails of the Uni- 
ted States. I am willing to give him that author- 
ity; and it is not compulsory; it allows the mails 
to be carried in South Carolina as they now are, 
and in Georgia and those other States, except 
that, if vivlence be interposed to obstruct the car- 
rying of the mails, he is released by this bill from 
the obligation to remove the obstruction and to 
carry the mails and use all the military force ne- 
cessary to remove the obstructions, not as an 
army, but asa posse. I understand it is giving 
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discretionary power; [** That is all;’’] and that 
being the case—— | 





The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from | 
Illinois will pause. : 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I have done. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. On the motion of || 
the senior Senator from Kentucky, a bill was || 
postponed to and made the special order for half | 
past eleven o’clock to-day; but perhaps, in the || 
absence of that Senator, it may be the pleasure of || 
the Senate to informally allow the present bill to 


go on, 

Mr. WADE. Very well. | 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I only wish to suggest to | 
the Senator from Missouri, that he ig making it || 
peremptory to suspend the collection of revenue | 
in another class of cases, and to deprive the Pres- | 
ident of any discretion on that point. 1 would || 
rather meet that on the bills involving that ques- || 
tion when they are matured and come up, as I || 
believe will be the case Let us meet it on a bill 
presenting that isolated question. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. If it is now the proper 
time, | wish to offer an amendment to the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator can 
offer an amendment to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Missourt. rs 

Mr. HEMPHILL. This isa substitute for the 
bill. . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator had | 
better let the vote be first taken on the amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri. 

Several Senators. Let it be read. 

Mr. HEMPHILL. I send up my amendment, 
and ask to have it read. 

The Secretary read it, as follows: 

Strike out the whole bill, and in lieu of it insert: 
Whereas several States have withdrawn from this Union, 
and the laws of the United States have no longer any force 

therein: Therefore, 

Be ut enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives 
of the United States of America in Congress assembled, ‘That | 
in all States situated as above, the Postmaster General is | 
hereby directed to discontinue the postal service within 
the limits of such States, and make arrangements with the 
governments of the same for inter-postal communication. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question now | 
is on the amendment of the Senator from Mis- | 
souri, 

Mr. RICE. I wish to call the attention of the | 
Senate to one point in this matter. There is no 
law authorizing the President to discontinue the 
mails; the only puwer that there is on that point | 
is in the contract with each and every contractor. 
In every contract it is specified that the Postmas- 
ter General may discontinue the service entirely, 
or hqmay increase it or diminish it There isa 
Fa and positive authority; and ifhe cannot now 
exercise that power, it must be upon the princi- 
ple of vested rights. If he cannot do it, by what 
authority can Congress do it? 

Mr. WADE. J hope that this simple bill, that 
has been said to be a peaceful measure, which | 
contemplates nothing but peace, will be suffered | 
to pass without involving any of the controverted 
subjects that undoubtedly wiii come up better on 
some other occasion. 4 am anxious to get it 
through without any unnecessary delay. We 
have no time to debate. When these other things 
come up, I shall be the Jast man to fail to meet 
them; but I hope they will not be brought up now. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Mis- 
sour. 

Mr. GREEN. I am not certain but that the 
substitute peppoese by the Senator from Texas 
will accomplish all that I desire. Itis useless for 
us to try to deceive each other, and blink a ques- 
tion which underlies the whole proceeding. There 
is no insurrection in this Union; there is no ob- 
struction to the passage of the mails within this 
Union; but this is an indirect attempt to strike 
at States which claim to have seceded from the | 
Union. That is the sole purpose of it; and why, 
therefore, shall we undertake to employ terms to 
deceive the public and mislead honorable citizens, | 
with reference to the real purpose that we have in | 
view? If you withhold postal accommodations | 
to those States, you must cea8e to collect revenue | 

i 
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from them. Revenue may be received inthe shape 
of postages, may be received in duties, may Pe 
received on tonnaSe, and so on; and I want this 
question to be met directly, not by indirection. 
Is there an insurrection in any State; and if in 
any State,in what State? Is there an obstruc- 








|| it as it Is. 








tion to the passage of the mails poely inany State? 
If there be an obstruction by way of insurrection, 


|| the Postmaster General has no Pers to remove 
| that obstruction, asthe Senator 


rom Illinois sup- 
poses. The President can suppress insurrection 
in certain cases provided for in the Constitution, 
when called upon by the executive authority of a 
State; but he cannotdo itofhisown option, He 
can prevent invasions of his own option, and itis 
his duty, under the Constitution; but if there be in- 


surrection pervading in every State of this Union, | 


unless the State authorities call upon him to assist 


| them in suppressing it, he cannot move one finger; 


much less can the Postmaster General. We had 
better go back to the Constitution and understand 
The President has the power to assist 
in the suppression of insurrection on demand of 


| the State authorities, but not without; so that | 


neither the Postmaster General nor the President 
nor the whole Federal power can interpose, un- 
less the State demands it. The real purpose here 
is to strike at, by indirection, the States which are 
now denominated seceding States. If you will 
strike at them, and ignore their political relations 
by the passage of this bill, I demand itas a right, 
that you either accept my amendment or the 


| amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas}, 


which will, I think, accomplish the same thing. 
{** Withdraw yours.’’] To accommodate Sena- 
tors, I will withdraw mune, and let a direct vote 
be taken on his. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment 
of the Senator from Missouri having been with- 
drawn, the question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. [ask thatit be read again. 

The Secretary again read Mr, Hempuniiy’s 
amendment. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I understand that, while 
I was absent—being unavoidably detained from 
the Senate this morning—the bill for the relief of 


the heirs of Jean A. B. Dauterive was taken up, | 


and laid aside informally. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
state to the Senator from Kentucky, that at the 
hour of half past eleven—which was the hour 
fixed—the Chair called up that bill; and, in the 


absence of the Senator, by unanimous consent, it | 


was laid aside informally, to continue the present 
bill. 


_Mr. CRITTENDEN. As it was laid aside | 


only informally, until I should come in, I hope 
gentlemen will consent that it be taken up. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The action of the 
Senate, the Chair thinks, was that it should be 
called up after the present business is disposed of. 
Does the Senator make a motion to postpone the 
present business? 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I make that motion; 
and I hope it will be acquiesced in. 

Mr. WADE. I should be very glad to agree 
to that; but at this stage of the session, in my 
judgment, the public business that is pressing 
upon us should have precedence over private mat- 
ters; and therefore I cannot consent to the mo- 
tion, but shall have to insist that we go on with 
this bill until we get through with it. 

Mr. CRITTENDEN. I will not interpose the 
motion under such circumstances. 

The VICE PRESIDENT Then the ques- 
tion is op the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Texas to the bill before the Senate, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I had prepared an amend- 
ment which meets my view; but I do not know 
that that will answer the purpose. I am per- 
fectly willing, and, indeed, | regard it as the duty 
of the Government, to withdraw all postal ser- 
vice from those States which have seceded. I re- 
gard them as being as completely foreign States 


as Great Britain; and for the same reason that I || 


would not vote mone 
carry mails through Great Britain, I cannot vote 
for keeping up the postal service there; but the 
origina bill is in such terms that I’cannot vote 
for it; and I intended to offer an amendment to 
make it read in this way: 

That whenever, in the opinion of the Postmaster Gen- 
eral, the postal service cannot be safely continued, or the 
Post Office revenues collected, or the postal laws main- 
tained, or the contents of the mails preserved inviolate till 
delivered to the proper address, on any post route lereto- 


| fore used, by reason of the secession of certain States, the 





Postmaster Genera! is heréby authorized to discontinue the 
postal service on such route, or any part thereof, and any 
post offices thereon, till the same can be safely restored, 
and shall report his action to Congress. 








| 
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Instead of the words, “insurrection or resist- 
ance,’’ I putin, “* the secession of certain States.”’ 
I will vote for the bill in that form, I cannot 
vote for it in the present form, because I do not 
think it meets the question. I agree with the 
Senator from Missouri, that there is no yesistance, 
as far as I know, in any of the United States, on 
this subject; and the question we now have to 
determine is, whether we shall keep up a mai! 
service in States which declare that they are no 
longer portions of the Union, and which I believe, 
in fact, are rot. If Senators hold the secession a 
nullity, and that they are merely in a state of in- 
surrection or resistance, then they can vote the 
other way; but while I am perfectly willing, and 
believe it tobe my duty, to vote to stop all postal 
service in those States, I cannot vote for the bill 
in its present phraseology. If the amendment 
of the Senator from Texas can be vof on, and 
adopted, I am satisfied with it; but seems to 
me that the slight alteration I have proposed will 
answer the purpose; and I will send it up. It will 
be, at least, perfecting the original bill; his is in 
the nature of a substitute; and hence my amend- 
ment is first in order. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The_ proposition 
of the Senator from Texas is intended as a sub- 
stitute to the whole bill, The Senator from North 
Carolina moves an amendment to the original 
bill, with a view to perfect it. That is the first 
guestion in order. 

Mr. FITCH. The amendment of the Senator 
from North Carolina is open to the same sort of 
criticism which could have been applied to the 
original bill. I see the force of his objection, and 
propose to obviate it by moving two amendments, 
with a view of perfecting, in my judgment at 
least, the original bill, before a vote is taken on the 
substitute offered by the Senator from Texas. I 
desire, in the first place, to strike out from the 


| fifth line the words, ‘‘ or the postal laws main- 


tained.’? With these words in the bill, the in- 
coming Postinaster General and the Administra- 
tion generally would seem to have itin their power 
to use force; indeed they would have it plainly in 
their power to use force to maintain the postal laws, 
before discontinuing these routes; and only inthe 
event of a failure to enforce the laws by that means, 
would they discontinue the mail service. Again: 
the words objected to by the Senator from North 
Carolina, I think, should be stricken from the bill, 
‘‘any insurrection or 1esistance to;’’ but instead 
of substituting the words which he suggests, 
which appear to recognize secession; and to avoid 


|| that difficulty, I propose simply to insert, ‘‘a re- 


fusal to acknowledge.’’ That obviates all diffi- 
culty on the subject of recognizing insurrection or 
secession, while, at the same time it appears, by 
striking out the first words I have suggested in the 
fifth line, not to contemplate on the part of Con- 
gress, in directing a discontinuing of these post 
routes, the use of any force by the incoming Ad- 
ministration, in lieu of first endeavoring to admin- 
ister the postal laws. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
offer that as an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. FITCH. | offer the first, which precedes 
the amendment offered by the Senator from North 
Carolina; and in the event of the adoption of that, 
if he does not accede to my suggestion, I shall 
offer my next amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair will 
suggest to the Senator from Indiana, that it seems 
to him the first amendment is in no way con- 
nected with the amendment of the Senator from 
North Carolina, 

Mr. FITCH. No, sir. I offer it as a distinct 
amendment, to strike out in the fifth line the words 
‘* or the postal laws maintained.”’ 


The VICE PRESIDENT. It will be in order 


out of the Treasury to || after the present amendment shal! be disposed of. 


Mr. CLINGMAN. So that we get at the facts, 
I do not care about the phraseology. I desire that 
the bill shall pass; and if I understand aright the 
language proposed by the Senator from Indiana, 
1 will withdraw my amendment, if his will be 
more acceptable. I hope that his may be stated 
again, so that I may understand it. 

Mr. FITCH. I offer my firstamendment, strik- 
ing out in the fifth line the words “ or the postal 
laws maintained.” ° 

Mr. MASON. This bill has passed the House 
of Representatives, and it is a declaration on the 
part of that House of the existing relations be- 
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tween the States tl.at have left the Union and 
those that remain under the present Confedera- 
tion. There is a distinct declaration on the part 
of the House of Representatives of the relation 
now existing between the confederated States and | 
the United States, and that relation is, that the 
people there are ina state of insurrection, and are 
resisting the laws of the United States. Now, if 
that be true, the Constitution of the United States | 
and the existing laws point out the remedy. If | 
there are any portion of the people of the United 
States resisting the laws of the United States 
within the Union, the law of 1795 and the law of 
1807 point out the remedies under the Constitu- 
tion. ‘This bill proposes a new remedy, by way 
of suspending, and suspending by implication, the 
Federal courts within those States in regard to the 
post office system; but the bill itself recognizes as 
the relationgbetween those States that have con- 
federated @§d the remaining United States, as one 
where the people there are only in a state of in- 
surrection and insubordination to the laws of the 
United States. 

Mr. President, I trust that the Senate of the 
United States willlook upon this question, as it is— 
one of the most grave that has ever arisen in the 
country; and if it is to be determined in this ap- 
parently collateral or incidental manner, it will 
not be determined without Yreat deliberation. 
Words, sir, in this sense at least, are not things. 
Senators may, if they please, declare that there 
18 no such thing as a separation, that there is no 
such thing as an existing independent govern- 
ment formed out of States that once constituted 
parts of this Government; but when they do so, 
they do it in the face of facts that declare to the 
contrary. We have not yet been officially in- 
formed; but I apprehend we shall be very soon 
officially informed, by a public functionary sent 
from that confederation to this, to state the fact 
and to develop the relations resulting from that 
fact, and to ask that they may be amicably ar- 
ranged and adjusted. What reception that mis- 
sion may meet with, it is not for me now to pre- 
dict; but | know this, none can mistake it, who 
are not either willingly or tyrannically blind to 
the existing state of things: that several million 
people, organized as separate and distinct polit- 
tcal communities in their States, have, by the 
most solemn act of their people assembled to- 
gether, declared a separation from this Confed- 
eracy, and a final one; not one made upon condi- 
tions or contingencies, or even in futuro, but a 
fact accomplished—a final act on their part. 

They have done more: they have met in acon- 
gress of sovereign powers, and are now in session 
in one of those States—the State of Alabama— 
and, with plenary powers given to the members 
of that congress by these States, they have pro- 
ceeded to organize a government, and that gov- 
ernment is now in process of complete organiza- 
tion. They have taken the first step; they have 
established an executive head; they have adopted 
a perfect confederation, adopting that system of 
government that they had recently abandoned— | 
adopting it as their separate act. They havea | 
congress in session, with all the powers that we 
possess: the power to establish armies and navies 
and public credit; the power to tax their people, 
and command the whole resources of that new 
empire. That being the state of things here, this 

| 





| 
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bill from the House of Representatives speaks of 
it as an insurrection, or resistance to laws, which 
laws they have utterly abrogated. 

Now, Mr. President, éf the bill ses the Sen- 
ate in this form, it will be as the deliberate sense 
of Congress that there is no independent govern- 
ment consisting of States that formerly belonged 
to this Government; that there is no such thing as 
a new empire under the title which they have re- 
cently assumed; that there is no part of that which 
once constituted the United States that is no longer 
a part of the United States. It assumes that the 
Federal Government is just as potential within 
the limits of those States as it was twelve months 
ago. it assumes that the whole machinery of this 
Government is in operation within the limits of 
those States now, and competent to execute and 
to enforce the laws. It assumes, in other words, 
as facts upon which legislation is to rest, those 
which have no existence but in the chimerical 
brain of the visionary. Sir, there are no Federal 
laws—I mean laws of the United States—now in 
cperation in one of those States. There are no 


ee 
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Federal officers there—not one. 


The Post Office 
Department, as I understand, occupies a very 
equivocal relation, adopted for the convenience of 
those States that have abandoned the Union; and 
so far, without any act disaffirming it on the part 


|| of those States—a mere temporary“hrrangement 


until some other is made; but there is no Federal 
law under the sanction of any power here. now 
existing in one of those States. Yet, this bill as- 
sumes, as the existing relation between the two 
separate countries, that the people of one are in a 
state of insurrection or seheliea. 

Mr. President, we have had some experience 
heretofore in the early annals of this country upon 
such a policy as this. For seven long years after 
these colonies had confederated under the Arti- 
cles of Confederation, after they were exercising 
the powers of government de facto, after they ha 
been recognized by one of the chief of the Eu- 
ropean authorities—France—the Government of 
Great Britain still spoke of them as rebels, and 
had fleets and armies here to enforce Jaws that 
had no existence. They fought through a war of 
seven years, not to create the separation, but to 
establish it as a fact in the history of nations and 
the history of the world. Now, who doubts, who 
is there that is bold and rash enough to doubt, if 
this is the relation declared between these confed- 
erated States and the United States as the politi- 
cal relation between them, that we shall have pre- 
cisely the same war, and that at the earliest day ? 

I am not going into the policy of that separa- 
tion. We shall have that in due time; but I ear- 
nestly entreat all of my colleagues around me, 
north and south, who have not made up their 
minds to the necessity of a war—a war in the 
worst form that war can assume—to pause before 
they vote for this bill in its present form, and es- 
tablish as the policy of thisGovernment the policy 
itestablishes. Sir, it is far easier to institute a 
policy than to go back from it. This is the first 
step, the first measure to be matured in Congress} 
now declaring, as the sense of Congress, what is 
the political relation of the North and South; and 
if it is established, bitter and bitter will be the 
recollections of those who have participated in it, 
and their posterity after them, for years on years. 

I do not know, sir—none know—what are to be 
the future relations between the two confederacies. 


itin. That policy was ordained and carried out, 
so far as the election carried it out, before this 
state of things had arisen. When the election 
took place, which declared as the sense of a ma- 
jority of the people in the several States that the 
policy of this Government should be changed 
upon the great issue that has divided the North 
and the South—the slave question—it was made 
ata time when this Union consisted of thirty-three 
States, all of them in obedience to the Federal 
power, none denying it; when the Federal laws 
really were operating within the limits of all the 
States. Things have changed since that—an im- 
mense change. Six of these States, or I might 
properly say seven, have gone out; six are in 
actual confederation, and the seventh, with the 
most eager haste, aan committed to join them. 
That they have established see in fact, 
none can deny. Whether it be a government of 
right, may be a question remaining to try; but 
that they have established a government in fact, 
none candeny. And now, at the very outset 
of this new Administration, before it has come 
into power, before its policy has been divulged 
under any sanction whatever, they are to hurry 
through a bill of this kind, and fix the relation in 
advance. 

Mr. President, it is a policy that would be cruel 
and inhuman, not alone to.those who were our 
fellow-citizens, or to those who are our fellow- 
citizens yet, lgut it is cruel and inhuman to the civ- 
ilized world. Who does not know that, if there 
arises this internecine war on this continent, with 
thirty million people in arms against each other, 
embarked in a social war, it will unsettle, as it has 
already disturbed, the entire level of the civilized 
world. I say, therefore, it would be cruel and in- 
human, not only to those who inhabit the conti- 
nent, and who are parties to the war, but to those 
who are to be affected, as they must be affected, 
everywhere, indirectly but necessarily. 


Weare upon the eve of anew Administration—an 
Administration that has been brought into power 
upon a new policy, by the constituents of that 
Administration—I mean thosewho voted to bring 
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When this is done, Mr. President, let it be done 
as a grave, deliberative act, not as a mere recital 
in a Post Office bill. When it is determined as the 
fixed purpose of this Government to treat these 
States as in insurrection and rebellion, with all 
the consequences that must enter, let it be done as 
a deliberative act; and then, God defend the right! 


THE TARIFF. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bricnr in 
the chair.) ‘The Senator from Virginia will allow 
the Chair to announce that the hour for the special 
order has arrived; and it must be taken up, unless 
the Senate otherwise direct, The special order js 
the unfinished business of yesterday, being the 
bill (H. R. No. 338) to provide for the payment 
of outstanding Treasury notes, to authorize a Joan, 
to regulate and fix the duties on imports, and for 
other purposes. 

Mr. POWELL. I ask the consent of the Sen. 
ate to present a petition. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I object. 

Mr. LATHAM. Before the Senate proceeds 
to the consideration of this bill, I will state that 
I had a bill the other day set down as the special 
order for one o’clock to-day. Ido not desire, of 
course, to interfere with the regular proceeding 
on this bill; and I will therefore ask the consent 
of the Senate to allow this bill to be taken up 
merely for the purpose of having it postponed to 
some other day, when it will not interfere with the 
public business. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I object; not from any 
disrespect to my friend from California, but a 
dozen gentlemen round me want to have business 
taken up which will consume time. It can be done 





just as well afterwards. 


Mr. LATHAM. ThenI shall wait until one 
one,o’clock. I wanted merely to prevent any in- 
terruption, at that time, of the regular business 
before the body. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Let us proceed regulariy 
with the bill before us. . 

Mr.POWELL. Ifitisin order, I wish to move 
an amendment to the bill under consideration. 

Mr. FOOT. The biil which is now before the 
Senate had just been rn previous to the 
adjournment yesterday, from the Committee of 
the Whole; and the first question, of course, is on 
concurring in such amendments as were agreed 
to in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. POWELL. If it be in order, I wish to 
offer my amendment before those are considered. 

Mr. FOOT. It is not in order. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Bricur.) 
The first question will be on concurring in the 
amendments made as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GWIN. Can those amendments be 
amended afterwards ? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. As they come up, un- 
doubtedly they can be amended. 

Mr. GWIN. Thereare so many of them that 
itis utterly impossible for us to understand them; 
and we had better have them read. There are 
several of them that we ought to amend in the 
Senate. It was expected that they would be 
amended when the bill came into the Senate. I 
suppose there are a hundred amendments, and we 
cannot recollect all of those which we would wish 
to reserve. I think the best way to get on will 


be to read them all, and then let Senators indicate . 


those which they desire to except or to amend. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I suppose the object of 
the Senator can be accomplished—it is a very 
proper one—by pare to take up the amend- 
ments in their order. Those that are unobjec- 
tionable can be passed, of course; and those that 
any one wishes to take a vote on, or to amend, 
can be voted-upon afterwards; and when that is 
through, Senators can move any amendments they 

esire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will read each amendment. 

The first amendment was read. It was in line 
six of the first section, to strike out the word 
‘““twenty-one,”’ and insert ‘‘ ten;’’ so that it will 
read: 

On the credit of the United States a sum not exceeding 
$10,000,000. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on concurring in the amendment just read. 

Mr. KING. I propose to let such as are ob- 


jected to be reserved, and to take a vote on all the 


rest together. 
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2 Mr FESSENDEN. Let those that are not || line thirty-nine, to strike out the words: * on |} ‘* bronze metal, in leaf,” has been inserted in page 4 
ul objected to be considered as adopted by the Senate. || tires for locomotives or parts thereof.’’ 30,in the 10 percent. schedule. That is the stuff 4 
" The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary Mr. HUNTER. What is the object of striking || bronze powder is made of. } 
= will proceed to read each amendment; and if ob- || that out? | ‘The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fosrerin $ 
ll jection is made, that objection will be noted, and | Mr. SIMMONS. The object was to strike it || the chair.) That amendment has not been made. 4 
. a amendment reserved. out there and put it on the next page, with the _Mr. SIMMONS. Then I move, in page 30, 
‘ The amendment was concurred in. duty on locomotives, where it properly belongs. | line een to insert ** Dutch and bronze 
The Secretary continued to read the amend- Mr. HUNTER. Is not the effect of that trans- || metal, in leaf.’ he ; 
ments. When he reached that which proposes || fer to raise the duty ‘ on tires for locomotives or The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no objection 4 
z to strike out the fourth section, and insert a pro- || parts thereof?’’ be made, those words will be inserted. The Chair 4 
; vision to allow the issue of Treasury notes in Mr. SIMMONS. Yes, sir. It was put in here || hears no objection. vrs hap 
; sums of not less than $90, by mistake; it belongs properly to the next page. Mr. SIMMONS. I should like to inquire if 
: Mr. HALE. Is it inorder to move an amend- Mr. HUNTER. Whereis it proposed to trans- || magazines, printed pamphlets, &c., were stricken ; 
3 ment to that amendment before it is concurred in? || fer it? out on page 31? ’ 
. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senate Mr. SIMMONS. To page 11, line eighty-one, The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
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agreed to except such amendments as were ob- 
jected to. 

Mr. HALE. Was this objected to? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It isin order 
for the Senator to object to it, if he wishes. 

Mr. HALE. 1 do not object to it; I am in fa- 
vor of the amendment. I wanted to make a very 
slight addition to it; and I think if the Senate will 
hear me, they will agree to it unanimously. I 
asked the chairman, and the chairman says that 
the sum of $20,000 for printing the notes is to 
be spent, under the same restrictions as were in- 
cluded in formexaws making appropriations for 
Treasury notes. Under former laws authorizing 
Treasury notes, there has been this provision and 
this restriction: ‘*That no part of the money 
hereby appropriated shall be paid to any officer 
for preparing and issuing these notes, who al- 
ready receives a salary by law.’’ That is explicit 
enough; but the monéy has been paid to officers 
receiving a salary by law, for doing that service; 
and the way the Treasury Department have got 
around it, has been by taking it not out of the 
money hereby appropriated, but out of some 
other fund. I simply want to put that clause in, 
that nothing shall be paid for preparing these 
notes to any officer Who receives a salary by 


law. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary 
will take down the amendment proposed. 

Mr. HUNTER. If that is done, it will be ne- 
cessary to allow the Secretary of the Treasury to 
appoint a certain number of clerks to execute that 
law, or continue those in existence. I believe two 
or three were allowed before. There are two or 
three who were appointed originally under the 
former law; and if the present clerks cannot ex- 
ecute it, somebody else must. 

Mr. HALE. lam not particularaboutit. If 
the Senator from Virginia will listen to me, I will 
state the reason for it. The provision in some of 
these Treasury note bills was that no part of the 
money hereby appropriated should be paid to 
any person already receiving a salary by law, and 
that is the restriction I suppose in this bill. With 
that restriction, they went on and still paid of- 
ficers that received a salary by law; and the way 
they did it, was this: they said they*did not take 
it out of this money, but from some other fund. 

Mr. HUNTER. The Senator ought to pro- 
vide then that they may continue the two clerk- 
ships they now have. Two clerks have been 
appointed to execute the present Treasury note 
law. Let him introduce some provision like that, 
and then his amendment will be well enough; but 
we must have somebody to execute it. 

Mr. HALE. I will not insist upon the amend- 
ment; let it yo. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think the Senator’s amend- 
ment would be very well if he would allow them 
to have somebody to do it. If he does not, we 
ought not to amend it unless he allows them to 
continue the two clerks now employed on that 
business, and pay them out of this sum, or pro- 
vide that they a appoint two clerks. It will 
take at least two clerks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from New Hampshire can except this amend- 


ment, and prepare his amendment in the mean 
time. 


Mr. HALE. No, sir; let it go. 

The Secretary read the amendment in relation 
to the duties on tea and coffee and sugar. 
ar GRIMES. I call for a separate vote on 

at. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment will be excepted. , 

The Secretary continued to read the amend- 
ments until he reached the amendment on page 9, 








after the word ‘* locomotives.”’ 

Mr. HUNTER. How much will that transfer 
raise the duty? . 

Mr. SIMMONS... Halfa cent a pound. 

Mr. HUNTER. Theonly thing on which there 
has been any relief in this bill to iron was that 
part of the bill which reduced the duty “* on tires 
for locomotives or parts thereof.’’ I believe if it 
were allowed to stay there the duty would be 
about 19 per cent. This bill is very hard on rail- 
roads atany rate,and I do not see why this trans- 
fer should be made. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will tell you why it should 
be transferred. ‘This iron sells at from 6} to 10} 
cents a pound; we propose only fo put 1} centa 
pound onit. Itis not 15 per cent. 

Mr. HUNTER. As this provision now stands 
in the bill, the duty on these agicles, I believe, is 
19 per cent.; and it seems to me the railroad in- 
terest might be allowed to have that, as the rest 
of the bill is very heavy on them. 

Mr. SIMMONS. You may call it any per- 
centage you please; but it is not 1 cent a pound 
where it is printed here; and we simply propose 
to make it 14 cent, which is not 15 per cent. on 
the market value of the article. It is putin with 
locomotives, for which it has been used. It has 
been transferred by the Senate. How many times 
are we to have a battle over every little matter 
that has been altered ? 

Mr. HUNTER. I would ask for a division on 
this amendment, but I know it is not worth while. 
We are voted down on everything. I will state 
—and then Senators can do as they please—that, 
according to the statement which t have, if this 
locomotive tire-iron is allowed to remain where 
it is in the bill, the duty on it will be from 14 to 
17 per cent. If the Senate choose to raise it, they 
ean do so. 

The Secretary continued the reading of the 
amendments until he reached the one in section 
twelve, line eight, to insert after the word * shall”’ 
the words ‘**be less than 18 cents per pound, 5 
per centum ad valorem;’’ so as to make the clause 
read: 

On all wool unmanufactured, and on all hair of the al- 
paca, goat, or other like animals, unmanufactured, the 
value whereof at the last port or place from whence ex- 


ported to the United States shay be less than 18 cents per 
pound, 5 per centum ad valorem. 


Mr.SIMMONS. I wish to have that excepted. 


The next amendment made as in Committee of 
the Whole was, in the sixth and seventh lines of 
the thirteenth section, to insert the words * Brus- 
sels carpets wrought by the Jacquard machine;”’ 
and in the twelfth and thirteenth lines of the same 
section, to insert the words, ‘‘ printed on the warp 
or otherwise.’’ 

Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to insert, in the fifth 
line of that section, after the word ‘* Aubusson,”’ 
the word *‘ Axminster.’’ That is a kind of car- 
pet not included in the section. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be so modified, unless objected to by 
some Senator. The Chair hears no objection. 

The amendment, as modified, was concurred in. 


The Secretary continued the reading of the 
amendments, until he reached that in section eigh- 
teen, withteference to the duty on imported books. 

Mr. SUMNER. That can be passed over. 
There is a modification which I wish to have 
made, with the assent of the chairman. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That amend- 
ment will be excepted. 

The Secretary proceeded to read theamendment 
on page 34, to insert, in the twentieth section, 
among the goods paying 20 per cent. duty, 
**bronze powder.”’ 


Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to inquire whether 
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informed those words were not stricken out. 

Mr. SIMMONS. They were stricken out by 
a vote of the Senate. Those books are all put in 
with the other books at 15 per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 
objection, the question will now be put on strilc- 
ing out in lines sixty, sixty-one, and sixty-two, 
the following words: 

‘¢ Magazines, printed pamphlets, periodicals, illustrated 


newspapers, bound or unbound, not otherwise provided 
for.”? 


The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. POWELL. If it is in order, I desire, 
after the word ** magazine,’’ in the sixty-third 
line of page 31, to move to insert the word“ Pe- 
ruvian bark.’”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
done by common consent. 

Mr. POWELL. I suppose there will be no 
objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
hears none. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have no objection to it; 
but itis in already. There is a duty placed on 
barks of all kinds, and that includes Peruvian 


bark. 

Mr. POWELL. L[ask to have it inserted. 1! 
have received a letter from some dealers in that 
article, in which they say it is notin the bill, It 
will do no harm to put it in by name. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Those words 
will be added if there is no objection. The Chair 
hears none. 

Mr. LATHAM. I believe the hour of one 
o’clock has arrived, at which hour the bill te 
which I called the attention of the Senate this 
morning, was set down as the special order. I 
wish merely to move that that bill be postponed 
untiPnext Pride , at half past twelve o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
that the bill which was made the special order for 
to-day, at one o’clock, be made the special order 
for Friday next, at half past twelve o’clock. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The Secretary proceeded to read the amend- 
ments to the tariff bill, until he reached that in 
lines fifty-seven and fifty-nine, page 48, to strike 
out the words: 

*¢ Books, all editions of which have been printed thirty 
years prior to the date of importation, whether bound er 
unbound.’ 

Mr. SIMMONS. if IL can get the ear of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, I will tell him that 
the amendment just read proposes to strike out 
the words tohiel he wishes to have retained. 

Mr. SUMNER. Very weil. I understand the 
Senator agrees that that clause shall be retained 
as itis in the bill: I move that those words be 
retained; and I understand I have the assent of the 
chairman of the committee to make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator ask that his amendment be excepted from 
the other amendments ? é 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts wanted those words retained, so that 
these books can come in free. 

Mr. SUMNER. I understand the Senator from 
Rhode Island assents to that; and I make the 
motion, therefore, that those words be retained. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment is excepted, and will not, then, be passed 
upon with the other amendments, but will come 
up in its turn. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the amend- 
ments, until he came to that striking out the 
twenty-ninth section, relating to the warchousing 
system. 

Mr. SIMMONS. [trust that that section will 


It can only be 
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system. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The reading 
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$8,155,000. The estimate is that the bill pending | of the tariff of 1857, which the amendment of the 
| will increase these duties $2,276,000. The im- || Senator from Oregon does not reserve, we shall 


\Aportation of silks for the last year amounted to 


will be dispensed with, unless called for by some || $30,767,000, and the duty to $5,589,000. The 
Senator, and the amendment will be passed over. || estimated increase under the pending bill is 
The Secretary having concluded the reading of || $2,312,000. The importations last year of manu- 


the amendments made as in Committee of the 
Whole, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
will now be put on the amendments to which no 
exception has been taken. The question is, will 
the Senate concur in those amendments made as 
in Committee of the Whole ? 

The amendments were concurred in. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
now will be on concurring in the amendments to 
which exceptions are taken. They will be read 
in their order. 

The first amendment excepted to was in section 
five, afler the word “ first,’’ to strike out the 
duties on sugar, and to insert a new schedule of 
duties on sugar, tea, and coffee, 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I suggest that that amend- 
ment, to strike out and insert, is a very long one. 
I think we aii understand it, and ldo not suppose 
any one requires to have it read. It has been ex- 
cepted, and we understand what it is, 

fr, HUNTER. It would be just as well to 
read it in order to give time for Senators to get 
in—there are a cal many out—so that we can 
have a fair vote on it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be read. 

Mr. BIGLER. I hope not, unless some Sen- 
ator desires it; and in the mean time | will give 
to the Senate a sfitement of the effect of it. 

Mr. HUNTER. If the Senator will explain 
it, to give time for Senators to get here, it will be 
just as well. 

Mr. BIGLER. I have prepared a table show- 
ing the effect of the proposed reduction for four 
years, which may be interesting to Senators. In 
1857, the imports of brown sugar amounted to 
755,000,000 pounds, and the duty collected thereon 
was $12,700,000. Under the bill pending, that 
duty would have been $5,837,500. In 1858, the 
oor amounted to 517,228,000 pounds, on which 
a duty was collected of $5,591,000. Under the 
bill pending, the duty would have beer $3,879,000. 
In 1859, the imports amounted to 654,000,000 
one. and the duty collected was $7,300,000. 

nder the pending bill, that duty would have 
been $4,905,000. ‘The imports for 1860, the last 

ear, were 692,944,000 pounds, and the duties col- 
ected were $7,430,000. Under this bill, the duties 
would have been $5,197,000. 

The summing up is as follows: the difference 
for the year 1857 between 24 per cent. and the duty 
imposed in the pending bill would be $6,862,500, 
for 1858, $1 712,000; for 1859, $2,395,000; for 1860, 
$2,333,000; making a total for the whole four years 
of the difference between the duty of 24 per cent. 
and 2 of | cent a pound, as charged in the bill, of 
$13,202,500, and under the tariff of 1846, when 
the duty was 30 per cent., the difference would be 
$21,457,000, or $5,000,000 per annum. 

Thus, Mr. President, on the imports of last 
year the reduction on brown sugar alone, which 
we are about to vote on, would be $2,333,000; and 
the reduction on Sn Sores making a 
total of nearly $3,000,000. ow, the increase on 
tea and coffee, as proposed in the amendment, is 
as follows: the importation of coffee last year was 
264,162,000 pounds, and the duty at 1} cents a 
pound soon Fo $3,962,443. On tea at 4 cents a 
pound, the duty would be $1,338,866, the imports 
for the year being 28,466,000 pounds; the two to- 
gether making $5,101,000 of additional duty. 

These figures cover the case upon which we 
are about to vate—the question of the reduction 
of the duty on sugar, and the addition to the duty 
on tea and coffee. It will be perceived that the 
rates proposed on tea and coffee exceed the aggre- 

ate reduction on sugar and molasses by abow 
$2,000,000. I do not know that it is necessary, 
although my table covers the whole question, to 
go into it any further. If this were the proper 
place, I would exhibit it, [** Give it to us m 
ben, Mr, President, | will show the financial 
operation of this bill as compared with the pres- 
ent tariff, so far as we have been able to make it 
out; and | take the t staple articles in classes, 
and then the remaining dutiable goods altogether. 

For the last year the importation of woolens 

amounted to $37,937,000, and the duties to 
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factufes of flax and hempamounted to $11,505,000, 
| and the duty to $1,728,000. The estimated in- 
| crease of the duty is $575,000. The importation 
of iron, and the manufactures of iron, amounted 
to $18,726,000 for the last year, and the duty to 
| $4,458,000. The estimated increase under the 
pending bill is $1,123,500, The importations of 
| wines for the last year amounted to $4,775,000, 
and at the present rate of duty—30 per cent.—the 
revenue was $1,134,000. We have concluded to 
put it at 40 per cent., which, of course, gives an 
increase of $477,000. The importation of bran- 
dies for the last year was $3,937,000, and the du- 
ties amounted to $1,181,000. The increase under 
the present bill would be $1,347,000. The import- 
ations of cottons amounted to over $27,000,000 
last year, and the duties exceeded $6,500,000. 
The estimated increase is $1,645,000. On the vast 
variety of fabrics of mixed goods, clothing, &c., 
the increase is estimated at $849,000. “These 
leading articles amount to about $200,000,000 of 
the dutiable goods, leaving $79,000,000 of mixed; 
a vast variety on which | have estimated the in- 
crease at 4 per cent., making $3,160,000. — 

| The seoad gains, therefore, on this estimate are 
$13,764,840. Deduct from this the reduction on 


sugar and molagges—g2,844,000—and it would 
leave an increase of $10,920,840, to which must 
be added the increased duty proposed on tea and 
coffee in the pending bill, which, together, would 
make an increased duty of $16,022,000. 

It is unnecessary, Mr. President, to comment 
on these figures. Slawenmentel them as delib- 
erately as | could. I think they approximate to 
what may be relied upon. Of course, it is quite 
eapepuitle to make anything like an accurate 
calculation. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. [I would ask the honora- 
ble Senator to allow his table to be sent to the 
reporter, that it may go out in connection with 
his speech, and be printed in figures, so that we 
can see his estimates. 

Mr. BIGLER. “I willdo that. 

Mr. GWIN. I should like to ask the Senator 
from Pennsylvania whether he has made an esti- 
mate of what the revenue would be under the tariff 
of 1846, as well as under the tariff of 1857, and 
compared it with the tariff that is now under con- 
sideration by the Senate. 

Mr. BIGLER. I have not compared them as 
to all classes of goods. So far as 1 was able to 
ascertain them, and so far as I could influence 
any action of the committee who have had charge 
of this subject, we have endeavored to fix about 
the rates of the tariff of 1846. It must be remem- 
bered, however, that the tariff of 1846 had a com- 

aratively small free list. The present free list 
is much larger, and if€ou took the tariff of 1846 
as it stood, without changing the free list, I think 
it would produce a larger sum of money than the 
pending bill, or about the same amount. On the 
different classes of goods, so far as my judgment 
has enabled me to act, | have been endeavoring 
to arrive at the rates fixed in the act of 1846; 
but the free list that we have now is very large, 
amounting to nearly $80,000,000 of importations 
last year, and must essentially affect the amount 
of revenue. 3 

Mr. GWIN. I shall vote against this amend- 
ment because it is an evident reduction of the rev- 
enue Oh sugar, to be compensated by taxing tea 
and coffee. Lam very glad that the Senator from 
Pennsylvania has prepared the statement which 
he has presented; but | am sorty that he has not 
run out the parallel between the tariff of 1846 and 
the one under consideration. 

Mr. BIGLER. i will say to the Senator that 
I have here tables embracing some twenty pages, 
comparing the rates of the tariff of 1842, the tariff 
of 1846, and the tariff of 1857, with the pending 
bill, but it would take me about three hours to go 
over them. 

Mr. GWIN. I was about to observe, that after 
this laborious examination of the question by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, it is perfectly evi- 
dent, that if we are going to pass a revenue bill 
for the purpose of increasing the revenues of the 
Government, without reserving-the large free list 
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get a larger revenue by reénacting the tariff of 
1846, as he proposes, than we shall from this tariff. 
I intend, before this question is closed in the Sen. 
ate, to give the reason3 why I think the amend. 
ment proposed by the Senator from Oregon shou|d 
become a law, as it will give more revenue. | 
shall vote against this amendment, believing that 
we can adopt a system that will give more revenue 
than the bill under consideration 

Mr. GRIMES. Is a motion now in order to 
strike out that part of the amendment which re- 
lates to tea and coffee ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
thinks it is. 

Mr. GRIMES. I make that motion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved 
the Senator from Iowa that the proposed aia. 
ment be amended by striking out the following 
words: 

“Second. On coffee, 1} cents per pound; on tea, when 
imported from any port or place beyond the Cape of Good 
Hope, 4 cents per pound; when imported from any port or 
place this side of the Cape of Good Hope, other than in the 
‘country where produced, 4 cents per pound, and an addi- 
tion thereto of 10 per centum ad valorem: Provided, That 
whenever the Treasury notes and bonds of the United States 
which have been gpr shall be, issued under the authority of 
any laws or parts of laws passed befWeen the 4th day of 
March, 1857, and the 4th day of March, 1861, shall be re- 
deemed, the President of the United States is hereby au- 
thorized to make proclamatiom that the aforesaid articles 
of tea and coffee may be imported into the United States 
exempt and free from the specific duties herein imposed.” 

Mr. GWIN. Since I made my remarks a few 
moments agad,y the Senator from Rhode Island has 
notified me that he had informed the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Cottamer] that I would pair off 
with him on these amendments. I understood 
that the Senator was able to come here to-day, 
and would be here. It would not be a fair pair 
if be was unable tocome. But he is in bad health, 
and to force him to come here might subject him 
to inconvenience and impair his health. He would 
come here and vote on these questions unless he 
could get some one to pair off with him. I shall, 
therefore, very reluctantly, be compelled toabstain 
from voting until the Senator from Vermont can 
be got here. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER. Have the yeasand nays been 
ordered on that? 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. They have not 
been ordered. 

Mr. HUNTER. Then I ask for them. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Ionly wish to say one word. 
I think the statement made by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania ought to satisfy everybody that this 
is necessary to get revenue enough to support the 
Government. I cannot repeat what I have said 
already on that subject. 1 have given such data 
as I thought should satisfy the Senate that we 
ought to raise $20,000,000 more than we have 
raised for the last four years, under the tariff ot 
1857; beceuse we have spent $20,000,000 more 
than it has givenus. This duty will give, perhaps, 
$5,000,000; and he makes it out now that we shall 
not get but $16,000,000 or $17,000,000, or some- 
thing like that. I think, if 1 had time enough 
and voice enough to demonstrate it, I could get 
$2,000,000 or — more out of this bill 
than he has. I cannot do it to-day. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 18, nays 25; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Green, Grimes, 
Harlan, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson 
of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, 
Powell, Sebastian, and Wilson—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bingham, Cameron, 
Clark, Cli an, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, 
Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Hale, King, Morrill, Pearce, 
Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, ‘Trumbull, Wade, 
and Wilkinson—25. 

So the amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

[As Mr. Ciineman subsequently obtained per- 
mission to change his vote, the result was—yeas 
19, nays ats : 

The P IDING OFFICER. The question 
now recurs on the amendment. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


The next amendment made as in Committee of 


the Whole was in line eight of section twelve, 
after the word ** shali,’’ to insert the words, ‘‘ be 
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1861. 
jess than 18 cents per pound, 5 per centum ad valo- 
rem;’’ so that the clause will read: 

Sec. 12. And be it further enacted, That from and after 
the day and year aforesaid there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid on the importation of the articles bereinatter men- 
tioned the following duties, that is to say: First, on all 
wool unmanufactured, and all hair of the alpaca, goat, and 
other like animals, unmanutactured, the value whercot at 
the Jast port or place from whence exported to the United 
States shall be less than 18 cents per pound, 5 per centuin 
ad valorem. ; 

Mr. SIMMONS. Imove that the Senate non- 
concur in the amendment made as in Committee 
of the Whole. I will not detain the Senate about 
it Itisa very trifling matter, but it will make 
a great breeze. 
agreed upon this wool arrangement last winter. 

Mr. POWELL. [ask for the yeas and nays 
on concurring in this amendment, ; 

Mr. BAKER. I hope the Senate will concur 


in the amendment, as it was made as in Commit- | 


tee of the Whole. There may be a great breeze 
in the House of Representatives about it, but it 
will be a ** great ery and little wool.’”? (Laugh- 
ter.] I hope we shall concur hs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Frrcu in 
the chair.) The question is on concurring in the 


amendment which has been read; and on this | 


question the yeas and nays have been asked for. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, x 

Mr. (LINGMAN . Before the vote is taken 
on this amendment, I desire to state that I voted 
under a misapprehension on the vote taken just 
now. I asked a Senator near me what tlie vote 
was, and | suppose he was mistaken in regard to 
it. lL intended to correct it, but was.conversing 
when the result was announced. 
sion of the Senate to have that vote corrected. I 
intended to vote in the affirmative. [‘* No objec- 
tion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
understands that the correction will not change 
the result. 


made. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I should like to know 
the form of the question in regard to this propo- 
sition about wool. Is the question on agrecing 
to the amendment? 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is On Concurring in the amendment made as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then, those who are op- 
posed to it will vote * nay ?”’ 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 26, nays 19; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bayard, Bingham, Bragg, Bright, 
Chandler, Clingman, Crittenden, Fitch, Green, Gwin, Har- 
lan, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansag, Johnson of 
Tennessee, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Pearce, 
Powell, Rice, Sebastian, Trumbull, and Wilkinson—26. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Cameron, Clark, Dixon, Doo- 
litle, Durkee, Fessender, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, 
King, Morrill, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Wade, and Wilson—19. 

So the amendment was concurred in. 


Mr. BINGHAM. Would it be proper for me 
to offer an amendment now? 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 


derstands that there are two other amendments to || which have been printed thirty years prior to the 


be acted on in the Senate which were excepted. 

The next amendment excepted was in line four 
of section eighteen, after the word ‘* books,”’ to 
strike out to the end of the section, in the follow- 
ing words: 


** Printed in the English language, or of which the Eng- | 


lish forms the text, bound or unbound, 15 cents per pound ; 


and on all books printed in foreign languages, 8 cents per 
pound.”? 


And to insert the following, in lieu thereof: 


The House of Representatives || 


I ask permis- | 


Is there any objection? The Chair | 
hears no objection, and the correction will be | 


t 
| 
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| out in section twenty-three, containing the free || 
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Periodicals, pamphicts, all printed matter, illustrated | 


books, and papers, and on watches and parts of watches 
aud watch materials and untinished parts of watches, 15 
per centum ad valorem. 


So that the section will read: 


Sro. 18. nd be it further enacted, That from and after 
the day and year aforesaid, there shall be levied, collected, 
and paid, on the importation of the articles hereinafter men- 
tioned, the following duties, that is to say: On books, pe- 
riodicals, pamphlets, all printed matter, illustrated books 
and papers, and on watches and parts of watches and watch 


materials and unfinished parts of watches, 15 per centum 
ad valorem. ; 


Mr. BAYARD. 


If it is in order, I move to 


strike out ** 15,” and insert ‘ 10 per cent.,’’ ad 
valorem. 


Mr. SIMMONS. 


I suppose the Senator docs 
' 





| 


} 


i| 
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| is on the amendment to the amendment. 


| unbound.” 


| believe I have the concurrence of the Senator from 


| in the affirmative under a mistake. 


| The object of this amendment is simply to retain 
| in the free list where they now are in the bill all 
| books more than thirty years old—that is all. 


| inthe Senate. 


cannot interfere with the business of the printers 
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not mean to put that duty on imported watches, || 
He will reduce the duty on imported watches by | 
his proposition. 

Mr. BAYARD. [am not speaking in refer- 
ence to watches; but as to books and periodicals, | 
I think this duty is too high. 

Mr. SIMMONS. If yeu strike out 15 and in- | 
sert 10, you strike the duty off both of them. 

Mf. BAYARD. I preter that the duty should | 
be 10 per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 


} 


The amendment to the amendment was rejected. | 
The amendment made as in Committee of the | 
Whole was concurred in. 
The next amenf€ment excepted was to strike | 


list, from line fifty-seven to fifty-nine, the follow- 
ing words: } 


** Books, all editions which have been printed thirty years 
prior tc the date of importation, in any language, bound or || 


Mr. SUMNER. I move that the Senate non- | 
concur in the amendment; and in this motion I | 


Rhode Island. 
Mr. BIGLER, It does not require any motion | 
of that sort. The question is on concurring in 
the amendment. | 
The PRESIDING OFFICER put the question || 
and declared the amendment to be concurred in. 
Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I doubt that 
vote. 

Mr. HARLAN. I do not understand the na- || 
ture of the amendment. I ask to have it reported 
at the Secretary’s desk again. 

The Secretary read it. 

Mr. LANE. I understood the Chair to an- 
nounce the vote on the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair had 
announced the result; and, unless by unanimous 
consent, the amendment cannot be considered 
again. 

Mr. LANE. I object. 

Mr. SUMNER. ‘Then, I move to reconsider || 
the vote concurring in the amendment. I voted 





Mr. HUNTER. As I understand the object | 
of this motion, it 1s to vote down this amendment || 
of the Senator from Rhode Island which puts the | 
duty on books at 15 per cent., so as to put on all || 
imported books and periodicals a duty of 10 per 
cent, 


Mr. SUMNER. 


I beg the Senator’s pardon. 


The question being put, there were, on adivis- 
ion—ayes 23, noes 3; no quorum voting, 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER,. Shall the Chair | 
consider the vote as reconsidered ? 

Mr. GREEN. No, sir. 

Mr. LANE. I object to that, no quorum hav- 
ing voted. ? 

Mr. PEARCE. There is a quorum evidently |; 
1 hope the vote will be taken again. 
I will say a very few words on this motion. I || 
understand the object is to make free all books | 


. 
date of importation. I confess 1 am very reluc- || 
tant toimpose adury on books imported under any || 
circumstances, and especially old books which | 

' 


of the country. It seems to me they ought to 
come in duty free. I believe such has been our 
practice formerly. Idonot know but I would de- 
sire to have this whole subject revised and changed | 
in regard to all the scale of duty proposed for 
books in this bill; but I suppose it is too late to 
attempt that now. At all events, it seems to me 
knowledge is the last thing in the world we should || 
tax; and as this will not interfere with those who || 
desire protection upon book printing, I hope the | 





reconsideration will be carried, and that we shall 
not strike these books out of the free list. 

Mr. HALE. I am opposed to putting this class 
of books in the free list. I think they ought to | 
stand on the same footing, as regards duties, that | 
other books do; not that | think it will affect the | 
revenue very much, but as a matter of principle 
I think these books ought to he taxed alike. There 
are but a very few of these books; but I will tell |; 
you what they are. They are some old bovks, |! 
rare books, that will be sought for by genuemen 


| 


i 





} 


| the subject. 
| the revenue view of the subject. 
| books come in free, you lose so much revenue. 
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of highly cultivated tastes, the diterati, the anti- 
quarian. 
|| and wealth, that travel abroad, find some of these 
|| valuable old books that have been printed thirty, or 
forty, or a hundred years, and asa matter of pro- 
fessional pride, buy and bring them home, and 
put them in libraries. 
reason why that class of gentlemen should import 
books into the country on different terms from 
|| those who import Webster’s Spelling Book, and 
Perry’s Dictionary. 
| stand upon the same footing exactly, and that 
|; there should be no discrimination made between 
classes of books. 
as in Committee of the Whole ought to be con- 
curred in; and if my friend from Rhode Island, 
as my friend from Massachusetts has intimated, 
has been seduced into giving his sanction to such 


Gentlemen of leisure and cultivation 


But, sir, 1 do not see any 


I think they ought all to 


I think the amendment made 


| a principle as this, 1 declare I must retract the 
| vow | made, to follow him to the end of this tariff 
bill. 


I hope the amendment will stand as it is. 
Mr. SUMNER. There is one simple answer 


to all that the Senator has said; and that is: that 
| these old books do not come into competition with 
any books printed in our owncountry. They are 
not in the wa 


of an American book. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the Senator allow me to 
interrupt him one moment? 

Mr. SUMNER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAKER, That is the protective view of 
jut there is another; and that is, 
If these old 


Suppose my distinguished friend, who loves 
books better than most men, and understands 
them better than any man, imports a very valu- 
able book, a Machiavelli, for instance, (which I 
would recommend to him in these times,) a hun- 


| dred years old: it does not compete with anybody 


else in printing a book, or in the writing of it; 
but, as a question of revenue, it does. Now, sir, 
books are inspiration; so is champagne. Cham- 
vagne pays 40 per cent., and so ought books. 
fieeabien! My distinguished Triend from New 
Hampshire, [Mr. Have,] knowing more about 
that branch of it, says champagne is the cause of 
inspiration. It is both the cause and the source 

{[Laughter.] 1 do not see, as a question of reve- 
nue, why an old book, which is a luxury, and 
the greatest of all luxuries, ought not to pay a 
revenue duty just as much as wine, or silks, or 


| any other luxury which more people partake of. 


Now, if it were a question of protection alone, I 
admit the Senator from Massachusetts is right; 
but, as a matter of revenue, I think he is clearly 


| wrong; and I, who could not persuade him to 
| vote a only of 5 per cent. upon the coarsest wool 
d 


in the world, will give my vote against letting the 
best books in the world come in free of duty, 
merely because they are old. 

Mr.SUMNER. My answer to the suggestion 
that this duty ought to be imposed as a matter of 
revenue is, that it is a tax on knowledge. Itisa 
tax which, in its nature, is prohibitory on books 
which we ought all to encourage. Every book 


|| that crosses the Atlantic to this country is a gain 


to our civilization. If 1 understand the Senator, 
he would shat the gate against such books, If 
would open the gate. If | had my way, every 
book that crosses the Atlantic should come in 
duty free; but my views on the subject have al- 
ready been voted down. You propose to impose 
a general duty of 15 per cent. on books, I wish 
now, simply to carve an exception out of that 
general duty of 15 per cent. in favor of books 
which cannot come into competition with Amer- 
ican produets—those books that have been printed 
thirty years; and I say that, in making that con- 
cession to them, you promote the cause of good let- 
ters and of civilization; and I know that my friend 
from Oregon, though he thinks so much of wool, 
is not insensible to a good book. 

Mr. BAKER rose. 

Mr. SUMNER. Stopa moment, if you please 

Mr. BAKER. Certainly; I like to hear you. 

Mr.SUMNERg® One other remark: this broad 
-_ that you propose to impose will bear spe- 
cially hard upon what are called book rarities, 
every one of which when it comes to our country 
is a treasure to the whole country. For instance, 
take an early edition of Milton or of Shakspeare. 
The early edition of Shakspeare cannot ye bought 
under $300 or $400. By this proposition you 
would impose aduty of 15 per cent. on that, though 
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it is a single volume, originally published at per- 
haps $5. ‘Take a Milton’s Paradise Lost, the first 
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Herodotus. I suppose that we understand them 
better now by reading the new book than our 


edition of which ean be purchased only at perhaps || forefathers did by reading the old one. I appre- 


$40, and you would impose a duty of 15 per cent. 
on that; and yet one of these editions in this coun- 


try, in the possession of a littérateur, is a treasure || 


which all his neighbors have, and which helps | 


literature, which helps taste, which advances civ- || 
I submit to my friend from Oregon that || 


ilization. 
he should withdraw his opposition to the propo- 
sition which I now maine, the resultof which will | 
be to throw open the gates as much as possible to 
these old ieesin, I believe I have the assent of 
my friend from Rhode Island to the proposition. 
i understood that he consented to it; in short, I 
believe L may say he made a positive agreement 
to that effect; and I believe I must hold him to it. 

Mr. BAKER. Mr. President, I am very far 
from blaming my distinguished friend from Mas- 
sachusetts for exhibiting his devotion to books, | 
and to literature generally; but I do not think he 


mects the objection which those who are ee | 


to his views have presented to it. I will take now | 
his own illustration of an old edition of Milton 
He said, if an old edition of Milton is imported 
into the country, at a value of $400 
Mr. SUMNER. Oh, no; an old edition of 
Shakspeare at that price. 
Mr. BAKER. Wail, better still; Shakspeare, | 
at a value of $400; it will pay a duty of 15 per | 
cent., or $50, $60, or $80 on that. Very well; it 
ought to, Why? Because a new edition of Shaks- | 
peare is better than any old one; and a man who 








18 foo! enough to give $400 for what he can get for |, 


2, ought to pay the duty. [Laughter.] The 
reason is obvious: the annotations, the emenda- 
tionsand corrections of the text, and various other | 
venee that he understands so much better than I 
do, benefit the book. An old edition of the Bible | 
is not as good asa new one. An old edition of | 
any book, | think—speaking with great deference | 
to the Senator’s opinion—is not as good as a new 
one, supposing the text to be correct; and if my 
friend were to read—as he does read with infinite 
delight—Lycidas, Paradise Lost, Paradise Re- 
gained, and the Mask, Comus, his delight will 
not be lessened because the print is better in the 
new book. Rather, I think, it will be increased, 
for he and I are arriving at that time of life, when 
the larger the print the better. [Laughter.] I 
do not see any other reason that he has offered. 
Now, my friend says that amateurs in this kind of 
book knowledge buy the old books. They buy the 
old wines, and they buy the old ees and they 
buy everything that is old; and the older we get, 
the better we love most old things, not all; but I | 
apprehend that is a taste, a fancy, sometimes an 
imagination, which we ought to pay for. 

But now, sir, treating the subject—for it is not 
to me an unimportant one—more seriously, let me 
ask the Senator from Massachusetts this: he ap- 
peals to me from loyalty to my party, and above 
that to the country, to vote for a tariff which our 
enemies say is a protective tariff, taxing the com- 
monest articles of life—tea, coffee, sugar, and iron 
—and I follow his lead. 

Mr.SUMNER. Not my lead. 

Mr. BAKER. When I ask him to protect the 
wool of Oregon 5 per cent., 1 cent a poand, the 
$800,000,000 of manufactures in Massachusetts 
are endangered, and they will not do it; and yet 
they ask me, having taxed tea, coffee, sugar, and 
iron, all we use and almost all we want on the 
Pacific slope, he asks me to let him have his old 
books with bad print and bad paper, only valu- 
able for the dust which has gathered upon them, 
for book-lovers and book-fanciers, who value 
books for what Doctor Johnson did not; because 
Doctor Johnson said a book badly printed and 
well bound was high treason against literature. 
He asks me to please his fancy by not taxing a 
thing that, in my judgment, is useless to almost 
everybody in the world. 

Knowledge that cannot be got anywhere else 
than in a new book, such as had hoped Macau- 
lay might live to write, such. #s I hope Motley 
will continue to write for twenty years to come— 
to ask me to let that in free of duty, would be 

uite another thing; because that does carry out 
the Senator's idea, that knowledge ought to run 
through the earth, and be glorified and free; but 
T submitao his better reflection, that an old book 
8 Not necessarily knowledge, whether it be Mil- | 
ton, or Shakspeare, or Bacon, or Aristotle, or 








hend that my distinguished friend would read the 
late edition of Herodotus, of which I believe he 
spoke to me with great knowledge and acumen 
yesterday, with much more delight than he would 
the earlier one. Ido not think I vanquish him 
often on these illustrations; but I think I do on 
this; and I hope the Senate will hold him to the 
idea that old books ought to pay a higher duty 
the older they are. 

Mr. SUMNER. Mr. President, I agree with 
the Senator entirely, that new books ought to be 
favored. 1 regret that this pill does not favor 
them. All will bear witness that my vote has not 
been wanting when the ne ie was made to 
favor them. I agree with the Senator in his main 
proposition, in what he starts with; but as I can- 
not secure that favor for new books, or indeed for 
all books, I ask the Senate te grant it to certain 
books that have been already printed thirty years; 
and I make that request on the simple ground that 
those books do not come into competition with 
American books. The argument for imposing 
the duty on new books is, that they do come into 
competition with American books. The books 
that have been printed thirty years do not come 
into such competition, I say, therefore, open the 
door to them; let us have them here, as many as 
come; and let us encourage their coming; do not 
stop the way; do not impose, unnecessarily, a tax 
upon knowledge. 

The Senator suggests that these old books are 
not the books that we wish to read. Did I un- 


|| derstand him aright? 


Mr. BAKER. Old editions. 

Mr. SUMNER. Well, the old editions. Do 
I understand the Senator as suggesting that an 
edition thirty years old is not one that we wish to 
use? For instance, an edition of Hume, of Gib- 
bon, of Goldsmith, of Dr. Johnson, whom he 
quotes so affectionately; does he suggest that such 
an edition is not one that we wish to read? — I be- 
lieve the contrary. I believe that those are the 
very editions of heme authors that all of us would 
rather read; and | think that we shall confer a 
favor on all book readers, on all students in the 
country, if we open the door to them as wide as 
possible. I have no interest in this matter, ex- 
cept to promote the cause of letters, as I under- 
stand it; and I submit that that, in a humble 
measure, will be advanced by allowing those 
books that have been printed thirty years to come 
in duty free. I therefore ask the Senate to non- 
concur in the amendment. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. What the Senator from 
Oregon has said so nearly meets my views, that 
I only wish to add a single remark. I not only 


| fully agree with him that new books are better 


than old, and intended to have said the same thing 
with a similar illustration, if I had got the floor 
before; but there is nothing in an old book of 
value that has not b@n republished in our time. 
If all the books one hundred years old were de- 
stroyed, no valuable knowledge would be lost. 
The idea that they are mere curiosities, is the very 
reason why I wish to tax them. If a man will 
pay a large sum of money for an old Roman coin, 
or for any other curiosity, why should he not 
contribute a portion of that to the support of the 
Government! 

The policy, as I understand it, of those who 
are opposed to us is, first, to benefit wealthy men 
who collect curiosities; and, second, to benefit 
booksellers, by protecting books. The people 
who read the books, who need them for knowl- 
edge, are not to be considered at all. You are to 
protect booksellers, enabling them to make larger 
profits off the community, and you are to relieve 
those gentlemen of wealth who wish to collect 
curiosities. That represents the system which is 
maintained on the other side of the House. It 
is not really to diffuse knowledge; and I do not 
admit that, by leaving books to come in free, you 
thereby diffuse knowledge, if you tax everything 
else oppressively. Ifa man in moderate circum- 
stances is rok to pay an enormous tax on the 
necessaries of life, he is unable to spend on knowl- 
edge. If you take all his income from him to 
support himself and his family, he cannot afford 
to buy books. It is idle to make books cheap to 
him. The true policy which we ought to main- 
tain should be to leave the necessaries of life as 
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1 free as possible; and whether you throw the tax 
| upon books or not, is immaterial. I insist that 
| the most proper subjects of all for taxation are 
| those luxuries which are mere curiosities. 

| Mr. DOUGLAS. I do not intend to engage in 
| this discussion as to the relative merits of old and 

| new books. I am in favor of the motion of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, for the reason as. 
signed by the Senator from North Carolina for op- 
posing it. I think that those matters which are cy. 
riosities: such as old books, old coin, old paintings 
and works ofart, oughtto be permitted to comeints 
the country free of duty. f believe it is the pol- 
icy of all nations to encourage the introduction 
of works of art, and those collections of curious 
things that are to be found in museums. I think 
we ought to encourage museums, libraries, collec- 
tions of art, and everything that tends to the cul- 
tivation of taste, and that enables our own citizens 
to witness those collections at home, instead of 
compelling them, for that purpose, to go to foreign 
countries. Old books may become very essential 
to a historian in this country, to any man inves- 
tigating matters of science. You may compel him 
to leave his own country, m order to conduct those 

| investigations which ought to be made at home, 

I am not willing to deprive our libraries of the 
opportunity of getting specimens of old books. | 
would’ vote to admit works of art free. I wish we 
could get a model of every work of art, ‘® cast of 
| every piece of ancient statuary, a copy of every 
valuable painting and rare book, so that our art- 
_ ists might pursue their studies and exercise their 
skill at home, and that our literary men might not 
be exiled in the pursuits which bless mankind. 

The Senator from Oregon admits the propriety 
of this argument as a question of protection, but 
he objects on the ground of revenue. I submit 
to that Senator, that the revenue derived from the 
importation of such works will not pay the ex- 

ense of the time we consume in this discussion. 

t is a simple question whether we shall discour- 
| age the introduction of these works, which will 
be a deprivation to the country. 

Mr. GREEN. One word only. Ifa work has 
been published thirty years, and has not been in- 
troduced into the Untied States, it is sufficient 
evidence that it is not fit tocome here. Iam not 
talking about old manuscripts and obsolete works, 
but works published thirty years since, and never 
introduced into the United States. If they have 
been introduced, the reprint here is better than 
the original printin the foreign country. Let us 
therefore stand by this bill as it is in this respect. 
Iam not going to talk about taxing knowledge. 
| Itis such a doubtful commodity that I should not 
know whether to make the tax specific or ad valo- 
rem, (laughgr,] and I should have to hunt for 
examiners to appraise it and put it at the proper 
grades, and those examiners themselves would 
| have to be subjected to the same process. Hence, 
this idea of taxing knowledge will notdo. Knowl- 
edge is not in books; knowledge is in the brain. 
The sources of information may be in books; and 
when that information is collected, and treasured 
up, and appropriated, and used, it is knowledge; 
but in the book itself, it is not knowledge 

Talk about taxing civilization! I have heard 
that word civilization very often, and J should like 
to have a definite understanding as to its meaning. 
To be civil, to be gentlemanly, to be courteous, 
not be barbarous—is that civilization? It cannot 
mean Christianity. It cannot mean that high ad- 
vance towards the angelic form to which human 
nature is destined. hat, then, does it mean? 
It is used as clap-trap by men who are presum- 
ing to literature, cacnsinky claiming a little ad- 
| vance beyond other men. All who buy these old 
manuscripts, who hunt them up, and pay from 
$400 to £400 for them at book auctions in Lon- 
don and in Paris, do it from pride, and from noth- 
| ing else. They want the name of having paid 

the highest price for an old manuscript or an old 
book. It is the merest vanity in the world; no 
useful purpose is accomplished by it, nor any 
gues to the human family; no advance in human 
evelopment, in intellect or physics or otherwise 
is accomplished by it; but a poor, miserable, and, 
I would say, contemptible vanity of having paid 
the highest price for an old book is gratified. Men 
who will do it ought to pay their ordinary taxes: 
| we do not propose to tax them higher than other 
| ople. On their useful books for their school 
ys and their schoo! girls, we are willing simply 
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to leave them to pay the same pro rata with others. 
But here you want to exempt these miserable, 
vain cock-a-doodles, [laughter,] and tax your 
school boys and school girls who have to use & 15- 
cent primer, 25-cent reader, and 50-cent geogra- 
hy. Is thatright? Is there good sense in that? 
Joes it not spring from a vain desire to pretend 
to openers in literature, in book learning, over 
yther people? 
"The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Frren.) 
No quorum having voted, the question wili be 
again put. Those in favor of reconsidering the 
vote by which the amendment was concurred in, 

ill signify it by rising 
MES MNER. I understood the Chair to 
declare that the vote was reconsidered, and the 
question now was on non-concurring. I made a 
motion to non-concur, after the vote on reconsid- 
ering had been stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote on 
reconsidering was not adopted; no quorum hav- 
ing voted. The Chair remarked that the affirma- 
tive would be deemed to have carried it, if no objec- 
tions were made. Objections were made, and a 
new vote was called for. 

The question being again put, there were, on 
a division—ayes 7, noes 23; no quorum voting. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Let us have the yeas and 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I hope Senators will un- 
derstand the motion, as they did not seem to under- 
stand it when the division took place. Some 
understood that the amendment had already been 
reconsidered, and that the question was upon con- 
curring. I understand that the question now is 
on the motion to reconsider. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
question. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. We may justas well have 
the test vote on that, and dispose of it. 

Mr. SUMNER. The effect of reconsidering 
will be simply to keep this clause in the bill asit 
was when originally reported by the Senator from 
Rhode Island. It is not to insert anything new, 
but to preserve the claus@ which was originally 
in the bill. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. Lunderstand the effect of 
reconsidering will be to bring up the question of 
concurring in the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Wisconsin is correct. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. We may as well take a 
test vote on the reconsideration. ; 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 12, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Crigtenden, Dixon, Douglas, 
Durkee, Hunter, Kennedy, Morrik, Pearce, Seward, Sum- 
ner, and Wilson—12s 

NAYS—Messrs. Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Bragg, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Clingman, Doolittle, Fessenden, 
Fitch, Foot, Foster, Green, ae ag Bangs? Harlan, King, 


Lane, Latham, Nicholson, Powell, Ten Eyck, and Wil- 
kinson—24. 


So the Senate refused to reconsider. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is still 
before the Senate, and open to amendment. 

Mr. LANE. Lnow move the amendment that 
lies on the Secretary’s desk; that is, to strike out 
all after the enacting clause—— 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

Mr.LANE. I have the floor; and I have been 
anxious to get at this amendment for some time. 
I hope the Senate now will give me a chance to 
have a vote on it, and see whether the Senate is 
in favor of this bill or the amendment that I pro- 

ose. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to a question of order. 

Mr. FOOT: As the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Oregon 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstood the Senator from New Hampshire to 
rise to a question of order. 

Mr. HALE. The very one, I suppose, that 
my friend from Vermont was going to make; and 
that is, that the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Oregon is a substitute; and £ tcaire to 
know whether that is in order until the bill is 
perfected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 





deems it in order now, the Senate having voted 


on all the amendments reported from the Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 


Mr. HALE, But I have an amendment which 
I wish to offer to the bill. 
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Mr. BINGHAM. So have I. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 


| ment of the Senator from Oregon is in order, but 


|| will be superseded y any amendment proposed 


| to the body of the bill. 
Mr. HALE. Well, I have an amendment 


‘| which I propose to offer. 





| Mr. DOUGLAS. But I suppose this amend- 
| mentis in order, and will be read as such;and then 
| any amendment will be in order, whether to the 
| original bill or to the substitute; but it is now in 
order to move it, and it has precedence. 

| The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
| ment of the Senator from Oregon will be read. 

| The Secretary read the amendment, as follows: 
| Strike out all after the enacting clause, and insert: 
That on all such goods, wares, merchandise, or other 
| articles imported from foreign countries, as are mentioned 
| in sehedules A, B, and C, of an act entitled “ An act reduc- 
| ing the duty on imports, and for other purpos@8,”? approved 
the 30th day of July, in the year 1846, there shall be levied, 
collected, and paid a duty of 30 per cent. ad valorem; and 
that the said act, approved the 30th day of July, in the year 
1845, be, and the same is hereby, revived (except as herein- 
before excepted) in every schedule, section, or clause there- 
of, saving, nevertheless, the full effect and operation of the 
act entitled “ An act to establish a warehousing system ; 
and to amend an act entitled ‘ An act to provide revenue 
from imports, and to change and modify existing iaws im- 
posin? duties on imports, and for other purposes,’ ”? approved 
the 6th day of August, in the year 1846, and the several acts 
amendatory or supplementary to the same. 

Sec. 2. nd be it further enacted, That the act entitled 
* An act reducing the duty on imports, and for other pur- 
poses,”’ approved the 3d day of March, in the year 1857, 
except the fifth section thereof, be, and the same is hereby, 
repealed. 

Sec. 3, And be it further enacted, That this act shall take 
effect on the Ist day of July next: Provided, That no higher 
duty shall be charged on goods, wares, merchandise, or 
other articles in store on that day, than were chafkeable at 
the time of their importation. 


Mr. DOUGLAS. I have a few remarks to sub- 
mit on the bill generally, and probably there will 
be no occasion when they will be more appropri- 
ate than upon the offering of the substitute for the 
entire bill. The question now presented brings 
up for consideration the original bill, and also the 
substitute. 

If Il am brought to vote between the substitute 
and the original bill, I shall vote for the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Oregon. I can- 
not vote for the final passage of either, for the 
reason that I think it unwise at this time to make 
| any radical changes in the existing revenue sys- 
tem. The time is unauspicious for legislating 
upon this subject. The condition of the south- 
ern States of this Confederacy ought to warn us 
against any of these radical changes, which would 
increase the irritation and excitement in that quar- 
ter. We al] know the repugnance of that section 
of the Union to a protective tariff at all times. 
Under existing circumstances, the passage of a 
tariff bill of the character of the one now under 
consideration cannot fail to increase that irritation 
and to alienate, in some degree, their affections to 
this Union, which have already, been materially 
shaken. While the bill itself is not in accordance 
with my judgment of what% revenue bill ought 
to be; while I think it is highly protective; while 
I know some of its features are oppressive on 
many great interests in the country; even if | were 
satisfied on these points, | would not vote to pass 
the bill at this time in view of our present diffi- 
culties. 

Then again, sir, there is a necessity for direct- 
ing our attention to our commercial relations with 
our neighbors upon the north. The unfriendly 
or adverse legislation which has been adopted by 
the Canadian Parliament, intended to defeat the 
beneficial effects so far as this country is interested 
in the reciprocity treaty, ought also to be taken 
into consideration. We have arrived at that pe- 
riod where our commercial system should extend 
to the whole continent; when, in arranging our 
own list of duties, we should take into consider- 
ation the effects, especially upon those countries 
that adjoin us upon this continent. I had hoped 
that the time had arrived when we could mature 
and adopt a continental system that would em- 
| brace, in one commercial union, all the States of 
the North American continent, with a uniform 
system of duties. Such acommercial union could 
be adopted, in my opinion, that would be benefi- 
cial to all the States and countries who should 
become parties to it. I would like to see it em- 
| brace not only the United States, but the Canadas 
| upon the north, the British Possessions upon the 
east and the northwest, and Mexico, Cuba, and 
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the Central American States upon the south, I 
would like to see them all brought within the cir- 
cle of one commercial union and a uniform sys- 
tem of duties, so far as all these States were con- 
cerned. I desire to see all custom-houses in the 
interior abolished, all restrictions upon igternal 
commerce done away with, so that there should 


| be entire free trade unrestricted between every 


State, province, or country upon the American 
continent and the adjacent islands. 

I think the present time is auspicious to mature 
a system of that kind, We are about to inaugu- 
rate a new Administration; and I hope with it a 
new commercial system, The very fact that we 
have internal difficulties at home; the fact that 


| there has beena revolution in Mexico which brings 


into powera party friendly to free and unrestricted 
commercial intercourse; the fact*tthat we have dif- 


| ficulties to adjust with the Canadas and British 
| provinces growing out of the reciprocity treaty; 


the fact that the commercial system of the Island 
of Cuba, so far as it affects our interests, is not 
satisfactory to us, nor is that of Central America, 
renders it eminently proper that we should take 
up this subject as a whole, considering it with 
reference to one grand system. 

The idea, sir, of unrestricted commercial inter- 
course between contiguous countries is nota novel 
one. It may be novel,so far as applicable to the 
American continent; but if wedirect our attention 
to Europe, especially to Germany, we will find 
there a model which, with such modifications as 
would make it applicable to this country, we might 
adopt, I think, with great profit and great useful- 
ness. [ allude to the German Zollverein. ‘There 
you find a commercial union, consisting of twenty- 
four sovereign, independent States or countvies, 
combined into one union for commercial purposes, 
with a uniform system of duties applicable to the 
whole, and free trade as between those different 
countries. I take it for granted the Senate is fa- 
miliar with the German Zollverein. It was in- 
itiated in 1818; but was so imperfect thatit did not 
realize the advantages that were expected from it 
until 1833. Prior to the latter day, there were 
such restrictions in examinations and in certain 
tolls, on the boundaries of the interior States, as 
to deprive the arrangement of most of its advant- 
ages; but, in 1833, a treaty was effected between 
the principal States of Germany by which these 
restrictions were entirely removed, the interior 
custom-houses abolished, and only the exterior 
ones kept up for the common benefit of all those 
States and Governments that became parties to the 
tariff alliance. 

From 1833 to this day, that system has worked 
so well and so satisfactorily, that it has lately ex- 
tended, until it embraces nearly all of Germany. 
It now embraces twenty-four States; and I believe 
there is a movement now on foot by which Aus- 
tria, Hungary, Transylvania, in fact the whole 
Austrian empire, is about to be brought into the 
system; so that goods may pass from the head of 
the Danube to the Black sea, as well as down the 
Rhine into the Baltic, by the most unrestricted 
free trade between these people. The system is 
avery simple one. All the custom-houses are 
upon the frontier. They collect duties which are 
to be uniform upon all the frontiers, and these 
duties go into a common fund, and the proceeds, 
after defraying expenses, are divided between the 
different States composing the commercial league 
in proportion to population. The basis of the dis- 
tribution of the receipts is that of the rel@tive pop- 
ulation of the several States and countries com- 
posing the league. It is true, there are one or two 
exceptions to that ratio of distribution—excep- 
tions fouhded upon local causes, or upon other 
causes satisfactory to the parties, and which have 
been adopted by unenimous consent. 

Now, sir, I desire to invite the attention of the 
Senate and of the country to the inquiry whether 
we may not profitably form a commercial union, 
to comprise all the North American continent, on 
the basis of the German Zoilverein. Our conti- 
nent is admirably adapted to such asystem. You 
would at once abolish all the interior custom- 
houses. All those custom-houses upon the north- 
ern frontier would be abandoned; all upon the 
dividing line between us and Mexico would be 
abandoned; all the internal restrictions upon trade 
would be swept away; and all you would require 
would be custom-houses at the ports on the At- 
lantic and Pacific. Why cannot we form the 
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whole American continent into one commercial 


union for commercial purposes, without interfer- 
ing in the slightest degree with the political insti- 
tutions or domestic policy of the different coun- 
tries within it? 
difficuKies growing out of the practical working 
of such a system in Germany, where they were a 
thousand fold greater than they would be in this 
country; for in the German alliance they have 
every form of government, large States and small 
ones; some formed on the republican system; 
large kingdoms, like Prussia, Saxony, and Bava- 
ria, with the small duchies, like Baden-Baden; yet 


all embraced in one system. Itis one country for | 


commercial purposes. There is free intercourse, 
free trade between them all; thus wiping out all 
the asperities and irritations that had grown up 
for hundreds of years, until Germany is being 


gradually molded and formed into one people, || 
without interfering at all with the form of Gov- | 


ernment, oc the political institutions, or the do- 
mestic policy of any one of the parties to the com- 
mercial union. 

The advantages to our own country of such a 
union of all countries embraced within North 
America must be obvious to every one. It would 
restore and preserve amity and good faith between 
the people of all the countries who became parties 
toit, It would eradicate all the jealousies and hos- 
tilities which have" been engendered by lawless 


fillibustering expeditions, and put an end to all || 


outrages of that kind in the future. It would ex- 
tend ourcommerce, navigation, and carrying trade, 
while it would open up new and extensive mar- 
kets for our manufactures and agricultural pro- 


ducts. It would impart stability, permanence, and | 


uniformity to our commercial system. It would 
afford more efficient, certain, and valuable pro- 


tection to American industry than all the protect- | 


ive tariffs that Congress can devise. 
While it would be beneficial to all the indus- 


trial and material interests of the United States, | 
it requires no argument to prove that it would be | 


ey advantageous to all other countries who 
should become parties to such a commercial ar- 
rangement. Each would furnish a market for the 


productions of the other, and be mutually bene- | 


fited at the reciprocal exchange. 
d 


And above all, 
it wou 


furnish a bond of perpetual peace and alli- 


ance among all the American countries, and make | 
us one people for all purposes of national defense, | 
when either might be unjustly assailed by any | 


European Power, 
It is a matter worthy of scrious consideration, 


whether the American commercial union, in ad- 
dition to the tariff duties, should not be author- 


ized to take cognizance of a light-house system, 
copyrights for dooks, patents for inventions, postal 


regulations, telegraphs, and a uniform system of | 


weights and measures, coinage, and such other 
regulations as may from time to time be found 
necessary to the freedom and convenience of the 


commercial and social intercourse, without dis- | 


turbing the domestic policy or political institu- 
tions of the countries composing the union, 

{ do not propose that we should initiate a pol- 
icy that would annex any of these countries to 
the Unite States. [ do not propose that our pol- 
icy should interfere, in tlre slightest degree, with 
the forms of government, with the political inter- 
ests, or with the domestic poliey of any of the 
States or countries within Nort 
that we should make a commercial arrangement 
with them, by which we would derive all the ad- 


vantages of a commercial union, without being | 
encumbered with the embarrassments, the irrita- 


tions, and divisions growing out of adgerse and 
conflicting domestic policies and political institu- 
tions. Sir, the difficulties we have had, growing 
out of this slavery question and the continual an- 
nexation of countries adjoining us to the Ameri- 
can Union, ought to warn us of the dangers of 


trying to extend the same sortof domestic policy, | 


the same system of political institutions, over 
countries and people who are not homogeneous” 
with ourselves; but if we c&n secure the advant- 
ages of free trade, of unrestricted commercial and 
social intercourse—if we can be one country for 
the purpose of commerce and navigation and pos- 
tal arrangements, telegraphic an 


out incurring s 
out ofa political union. _ , 
itis also worthy of consideration, whether such 


‘| a commercial union may not facilitate a se | 
{| and satisfactory solution of all our di | 


They have overcome all the || 


America; but | 


social inter- | 
course—we will derive all the advantages, with- | 
the disadvantages that might grow | 
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culties 
|| with the seceding States, 

| Iam throwing out these suggestions merely for 
the purpose of inviting the attention of the Sen- 
ate and of the country to them; not with any ex- 
pectation that they will be adopted at the present 
session of Congress. I think, if we could post- 
pone this tariff until the next session, and in the 
mean time devote ourselves to the investigation 
of the affairs of the entire American continent as 
they now exist, we might mature some plan b 
which free States and slave States will live in har- 
mony together, by which our neighbors upon the 
north, owing allegiance to the ‘British Green. 
|| may have a common interestand a common sym- 
| pathy with us in all of our commercial interests, 
without disturbing their political institutions; an 
| arrangement by which we may avail ourselves of 
| the markets for nine million people in Mexico; 
| markets for our manufactures, markets for our 
| agricultural productions, without being incum- 
| bered with the political government of the coun- 
1 try; a system which would be beneficial to all 
| parties engaged in it without impairing the sov- 
1 
| 


} 
} 
| 

} 
| 


|| ereignty, the independence, and the integrity of 
the territories of any one of the countries that 
should beconie parties to it. In my opinion, such 
a system would combine the advantages of polit- 
| ical community without drawing after it those 
irritating subjects that are now disturbing this 
| country, and in imminent danger of plunging us | 
| into civil war, revolution, and final separation. 
If the peace of this country is to be preserved, if | 
we cangavoid the spilling of blood among our | 
neighbors, give time to reflect upon the present 
|| State of things, study the causes which have 
brought the country to this distraction. I have 
| hope we may mature a system of commercial 
| union that will cover the whole American conti- 
| nent; make us one people in interest, in commerce, 
and one people for national defense when either 
| of us are assailed; yet several people with refer- 
ence to ourdomesticand our political institutions. 
My object, sir, is accomplished. It was sim- 
i ply to throw out the suggestion; to invite atten- 
| 
| 


| 
| 





tion to it; and to ask the Senate to pause before 
it adopts a 2a of revenue that will inflame the 
passions of those States that are now discontented 
and dissatisfied, and see if there is not open to 
us a path of peace, by which bloodshed shall be 
avoided, and the peace of the country preserved, 
the Union maintained in its entire integrity, and a 
commercial system that will make us one countr 
on the whole American continent for all its ad- 
vantages, without bringing in those disturbing 
elements that are now threatening to dissolve the 
‘| Union that our fathers made for us. 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President, I might, for 
myself, forego any notice of the remarks of the 
Senator from Illinois; but I stand here represent- 
ing what I know'to be the sentiments of my State; 
and because I reprasent the sentiments of my 
State, as well known to me, I shall vote for this 
bill; but, sir, I do not intend that the Senator from 
Illinois, or any other Senator, shall put me in the 
attitude of willfully and deliberately adding to the 
excitement of the country, or doing anything cal- 
culated further to alienate the people and separate 
the States; nor can my State be put in that atti- 

tude. Ido not believe there is a Statein this Union 





to-day where the warmest and most enthusiastic 
desire for the continuance ef this Confederacy 
Brae to a greater extent than in the State of 
ennsylvania; and yet, they do not understand 
that, by changing the revenue laws to arrest the 
|| creation of debt, they are adding anything to in- 
flame the land, or dissatisfy any class of people. 
It requires no argument to show the absolute ne- 
cessity of increased rates of duty in order to meet 
the exigencies of the public Treasury and to 
arrest the creation of debt. But the distinguished 


ST 


Senator from Illinois thinks the consideration of 
this bill is calculated to increase the excitement 
in the country; and therefore he will not vote for 
it. Forthwith, the honorable Senator presents to 
the consideration of the country a far more novel, 
extended, and complicated system. Will notthat 
excite the country also? e Senator from Illi- 
nois further staies that he will not vote for the bill 
before the Senate; but he will vote for the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. And then against both. 

Mr. BIGLER. And then against both, the 


| 


ee ae 
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| Senator says. Well, I did not hear that part of 
_ the Senator’s remark. I will confess to him, ye 
| frankly, that that qualification takes away a part 
of my argument. I was going to say, sir, that 
complaining of the duties imposed by this bill, he 
was about to vote foran amendmentin which the 
| duties were quite as strong as in the pending bill. 
My friend from Virginia iMr. Hunter] shakes 
his head. I know he differs with me in Opinion; 
and I do not know any way on the face of the 
earth that we can settle it. Perhaps he is right, 
It may be that the duties are higher in this bij] 
than those of the tariff of 1846. I have endeay. 
ored, however, to some extent, to satisfy myself 
on that point. 

But, sir, what I want to say nlnly is this: the 
people of this country are too sensible to become 
excited, unless they can see there is some sufficient 
cause for it. They will not be excited because of 
the mere change of the mode of assessing duties, 
I can show the Senator from Illinois a carefully. 
prepared table of the rates of the ad valorem duties 
in the tariff of 1346, reduced to specifics, on the 
| great staple which I representhere. His people 

will not become excited because, under this bill, 

they are required to pay a little less revenue than 
they paid formerly. ‘The people of no southern 
State will be excited because of that fact. Now, 
sir, here are these rates, taking the whole im- 
portations under the tariff of 1846, and reducing 
| 30 per cent. to specifics on these articles; and | 
| will show you that it is less than the amount of 
| duty on the specific quantity charged in this bill, 
| Take railroad iron. The average specific duty 

under the tariffof 1846 would be $11 52; and under 
the pending bill it is $12. That is a fraction 
higher. On bar iron, which precy Agee 80 per cent. 
of the iron imported, the specific duty under the 
tariff of 1846 amounted to $15 76 per ton; and the 
bill pending proposes to charge $15. This fact 
will not excite anybody. Then, on pig metal, 
which is the next principal article, the average 
duty was $5 72 under the tariff of 1846; the bill 
pending puts the duty at $6 perton. I could go 
through with all these items of iron; but that 
would, perhaps, be unnecessary. I have a table 
here coming down toa later period, including two 
years of the present duty, which makes it on bar 
iron $15 66. 

Now, sir, I do not suppose the Senator from 
Illinois has the slightest inclination—I know he 
has not—to add unnecessarily to any complaint 
that may grow out of this new revenue system. 
That itis a very easy matter to find objection to it, 
lagree. I can make a successful issue against 
any tariff that has ever been in existence; but there 
is a pressing necendity which the Senator will per- 
ceive, for increasin#rates of duty He knows, 
too, that this is no new opinion with me. I have 
said from the beginning that 14} per cent., the 
rates charged in the present tariff, will not sustain 
the Government. I reassert it; and while Lagree 
that this is an inauspicious time to regulate a rev- 
enue system, because of the troubles in our coun- 
try, I do not feel that they necessarily preventus, 
or should necessarily arrest the alteration of the 
system, so far as the demands of the Treasury are 
pressing. ; 

1 am aware that my Democratic friends on this 
subject generally assume that a specific tariff must 
be a protective tariff, and an ad valorem tariff 
must be necessarily only a revenue tariff, There 
could be no greater fallacy or misapprehension 
of the question. An ad valorem duty may be a 
protective duty, may be a prohibitory duty, or 
may be simply a revenue duty. So, also, as toa 
specific charge upon the quantity; it may be one 
or the other, depending entirely upon the rate. 
Now, to a very large extent, the bill pending 
makes the charge specific upon quantity, while 
the present tariff law charges an ad valorem upon 
the value. There are fair grounds of complaint 
against both; but in my humble judgment, the 
specific, so far as you can apply it with any rea- 
sonable equality, 1s the better of the two. 

In the first place, the Senator conceded, the other 
day, that it guards against frauds, and that there 
are frauds manifestly practiced under the present 
‘system. I can show them here in the most start- 
ling form. I will not enter on that question to- 
day; but I say it has greater stability and greater 
certainty as a revenue policy, The Senator from 
Virginia, [Mr. Honrer,] at the last session, took 
precisely the reverse ground. | say it requires D0 
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aie 
argument to sustain my position. The simple 
statgment of the nature of the case makes it con- || 
elullives and why? Because the ad valorem system || 
is subject to the fluctuations of quanuty as well | 
as the fluctuations of price; whereas the specific | 
mode of charges is subject to the fluctuations of | 
quantity only. The Government gets a larger || 
amount of revenue when the enn of importa- | 
tion is large. The quantity of importation might || 
be really large under the ad valorem system, and || 
the revenue less, because of the depreciation of | 
price. Therefore, as a system of stability, it is 
preferable. ; , 

But, sir, what Is more unfortunate In our ex- || 
perience is this: that prices are always highest | 
when importations are largest; and therefore, the | 
great tendency is to fluctuation. The system fa- | 
cilitates fluctuation from one extreme to the other. | 
For instance: when goods are at avery high price, | 
owing to some bank expansion, or commercial 
expansion, and importations are large, the Gov- | 





ernment, under the ad valorem system, comes in 
and makes the largest charge upon the quantity. 
When iron, under the tariff of 1846, ran down 
to $40a ton, the auty ander that system was $12. 
When it ran up to $60, the Government came in 
and charged $18 a ton, still heightening the price 
and burdening the consumer—the producer being 
already abundantly cared for; and the same is 
the effect upon the Treasury. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
1 
1} 
| 
That is the ground of complaint by men in my 


State, who do not ask any favor or any protection. 
They want a system of stability; and they say 
that this mode facilitates fluctuation from one 
extreme to the other; that the incidental aid they 
get under the system comes to them in the inverse 

ratio of the necessity which exists for it. When | 
they need most, they get least; when they need 

least, they get most. That is their ground of 
complaint. Furthermore, they prefer the specific 
mode, because it does bear heavier on an article 
of an inferior kind. It is the true policy of the | 
country to exclude an inferior article of iron or of 
steel, or of anything else, because it isa fraud upon | 
the consumer, and a wrong upon the producer | 
here. So far as that inequality in the opeyation || 
of the bill is concerned, | acknowledged its ex- 

istence. I do not agree, as | said the other day, 





1 
|} causes. j 
| tion; and I would have wished, therefore, it could 


|| in the remarks I have already submitted. 
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interest, and will have a common sympathy with 


Pennsylvania, so far as the iron interest is con- 
cerned, just as fast as our means and natural re- | 
sources are cultivated. Hence, sir, it would be 
far from me to cast any imputation upon that 
State, or upon the great interest she has so much 
at stake in this tariff. 

But my objection was, that it was an unfortu- 
nate time to bring in a tariff bill, so repugnant to 
the feelings of those States which are already ir- 
ritated ¢t8 the point of separating from us on other 
It was merely adding more to the irrita- | 


have laid over for another year, and for the rea- 
sons I have already suggested, but will notargue, | 
I did 


| not expect action at this time upon the ideas that 


I think || 


I threw out; they are mere suggestions. 
we have arrived at that period when we musten- | 
large our commercial policy. I think an Ameri- | 

| 


can commercial Union, embracing the whole of 
North America, would afford more protection to 
the manufacturing interest, the agricultural inter- | 
est, and to every other material interest of this | 


country, at lower duties, than any other system 
that-has been suggested, or that can be devised. 
But [ will not occupy the time of the Senate in 
enlarging upon it. France and England are now 
negotiating commercial treaties with a view to 
removing restrictions and making those two coun- 
tries one, so far as commerce and trade are con- 
cerned. They have difficulties there to encounter 
that do not exist upon this continent. Those 
old countries in Egrope who have their heredi- 
tary prejudices running through centuries, who 
have their vested right of tolls upon rivers and com- 
mercial channels of intercourse, which cannot be | 
divested without compensation, have to overcome 
and surmount difficulties in introducing free trade 
between themselves which we do not encounter 
in this country. I am in hopes that instead of 
turning our attention to war, to the marshaling of 
arinies, to making conquests among our own peo- 
le at home, we shall begin to devise some system 
y which we can save the American Union, and 
avoid the rocks upon which we have been here- 


| tofore in danger of wrecking the ship of State, 
| and deriving all the advantages of free commerce 


to « policy that would charge a higher percentage || without bringing these disturbing elements within 


upen coarse, common articles, good of their kind, 
consumed by the poor. That would bean entirely 
different system. 

But the Senator from Illinois may say, very 
justly, he has not entered into this argument; and 
1am not properly replying to him. I only as- 
sume, from what I have seen, that my friends here, 
with whom I have so universally codperated on 
almost every other question, seem to think that 
the duties in the bill are necessarily protective, be- 
cause they are to some extentspecific. Itisright 
to say that far more of the duties, after all, are ad 
valorem than specific; but, so far as specific charges 
upon the quantity could be applied to leading ar- 
ticles, they have been. I shall not pursue this 
subject further, 

Mr. DOUGLAS. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania is under a great misapprehension if he sup- 
poses that I intended to imply that Pennsylvania 
was improperly pursuing such a course as to in- 
crease the irritation in the country. Far be it 
from me to cast any such imputation upon his 
State. Ido not think it aii kaos been just, if 
it had been done by anybody. Pennsylvania, in 
regard to the tariff, is only pursuing that course 
that she thinks her interest, in common with the 
interest of the whole country, requires her to pur- 
sue; and I will say to that Senator, that the duties 
in this bill, in respect to iron, commend themselves 
to my judgment and to my feelings, better than 
almost any other portion of the bill. The inter- 
ests of Pennsylvania, so far as coal and iron are 
concerned, are not peculiar to that State. The 
iron and coal interest, beginning in Pennsyivania, | 
stretches westward through the mountains of 
Maryland and Virginia and Carolina, Tennessee 
and entucky, and also embraces southern Ohio, 
southern Indiana, southern Illinois, and a large 
ree of Missouri. What are the interests of 
Pennsylvania to-day in regard to iron will be the 
interests of the rest of that great iron belt, five, 
ten, fifteen, and twenty years hence. I cannot 
close my eyes to the fact, that all the southern 
portion of the Northwest, and the northern por- 
ons of the slaveholding States, have a common 

















our limits. 

I believe this can be done; and I think this is 
a favorable time to inaugurate it. I would rejoice 
if the incoming Administration would immortal- 
ize itself by carrying out a system that would re- 


store permanent peace and amity among all the 


people upon this continent. It must be done by 
treaty; by negotiation. It may be arranged by 
commissioners, subject to the ratification of this 
body; and I will codperate with any man and all 
men of all parties in devising and maturing any 
system of public policy that will preserve the in- 
tegrity of the American Union, and enlarge its 
sphere of influence and guarantee us centuries of 
peace, by which we may be one people in inter- 
est, without interfering with the domestic concerns 
and political policy of our neighbors. 

Mr. HALE. I wantto come back, sir, to the 
practical matter before us. I suppose it is in or- 
der to move to amend the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is 
still open to amendment. 

Mr. HALE, Onthe 53d page, one hundred and 
eightieth line, in the free list, there is this clause: 

Paintings and statuary, the production of American art- 


ists residing abroad, and all other paintings and statu- 
ary 


Mr.SUMNER. There is a proviso 

Mr. HALE. Yes: 

Provided, The same be imported in good faith, as objects 
of taste and not of merchandise. 

I move to strike out the words, ‘‘ and all other 
paintings and werner That would leave paint- 
ings and statuary, the production of American 
artists residing abroad, imported in good faith, as 
objects of taste and not of merchandise, to come 
in free. Then I move to insert the words, ‘‘ other 
paintings or statuary, not the production of 
American artists residing abroad,’’ on the 30th 
page, between the thirty-fifth and thirty-sixth 
lines, so as to leave statuary and paintings, the 
production of American artists residing abroad, 
when imported as objects of taste and not of mer- 
chandise, free, and other paintings and statuary 
subject toa duty of 10 per cent. 
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_Mr.SUMNER. I think the Senator has made 
| his motion under a misapprehension. If he will 
| look at page 32 of the bill, in line seventy-five, in 


| the list that pays 10 per cent., he will find: 
| Paintings and statuary, not otherwise provided for, 
} 


Mr. HALE. Then there is more need of my 
amendment now than ever; because it is provided 
| here that they may come in free. 
| SUMN ER. I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
| It is simply provided that they may come in tree, 
**provided the same be imported in good faith, as 
objects of taste, and not of merchandise.’’ 

Jr. HALE. As I see these words are inserted 
in the 10 per cent. schedule, I do not move to in- 
sert anything, but simply to strike out the words 
* and all other paintings and statuary,’’ on page 
53, line one hundred and eighty-one. 
| Mr.SUMNER. Let us understand precisely 
| the effect of thatamendment. It is simply to de- 
| clare that paintings and statuary, when imported 
| in good faith as objects of taste, and not of mer- 
chandise, shall be dutiable. 


Mr. HALE. Ten per cent. 

Mr. SUMNER. Under the bill as it is, paint- 
ings and statuary, when imported in good faith as 
objects of taste, and not of merchandise, are free 
of duty. Now, I submit to the Senator that this 
is right as it is. 

Mr. HALE. I do not want to say a word, but 
simply call back the attention of the Senate to the 
eloquent remarks made by my friend from Oregon 
fMr. Baker] on the book question. [Laughter.] 

Mr. SUMNER. lL ask for the yeen and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I move, on the 49th page, 
eighty-ninth line, to strike out ‘* copper-ore,”” 
and to insert it in the twenty-first section, on the 
38th page, third line, after the word ‘on,”’ so that 
it will be subject to a duty of 5 per cent. | think 
I have the assent of the chairman of the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have no objection to it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I wish to state that there is 
a large copper interest in the Lake Superior coun- 
try, that is now somewhat depressed, and this 
may help it. 

he amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. POWELL. I move to amend the bill on 
page 7, by striking oat allafter the word ‘*kinds,”’ 
in line thirty-nine, to the word ‘ ad valorem,’’ in- 
clusive, in line forty-three, and to insert ** 50 per 
cent. ad valorem;’’ and in line forty-five to strike 
out ** 25,”’ and insert ** 40;’’ and in line forty-six 
to strike out ‘*30,’’ and insert ‘* 40.’? The object 
of the amendment is, first to provide that all cigars 
shall pay an ad valorem duty of 50 per cent. Un- 
der this bill, as it is now, the fine cigars of Cuba 
will not pay a duty of over 15 or 16 per cent. ad 
valorem, while the cheaper cigars will pay over 
100 per cent. I propose, further, to alter the bill, 
so as to require unmanufactured tobacco in leaf, 
to pay 40 instead of 25 per cent.; and all other 
manufactured and unmanufactured tobacco, 40 
per cent, ad valorem. ; 

This bill as it now stands, seems to have been 
made for the special purpose of allowing fine Cu- 
ban tobacco and cigars to be introduced into this 
country at a very low rate of duty. It taxes very 
lightly the fine cigars, such as are used by gen- 
tlemen.of fortune and wealth, and very heavily 
|| those made from common tobacco. It affords very 
little or no protection to the manufacturer or grow- 
| 





er of tobaccoin thiscountry. We have an inter- 
est in this country of about $20,000,000 of annual 
product of this article of tobacco. So far from 
protecting it, the descriptions of tobacco not much 
grown in this country, Cuban cigars, &c., are ad- 
mitted at a very low duty. I trust the Senate will 
adopt the amendment I propose. 
Mr. GWIN. I think the Senator proposes a 
very high ad valorem duty. Under the present 
tariff, we had a revenue from cigars and tobacco 
| of $1,742,000 last year. The duties on cigars and 
|| tobacco are 30 and 24 per cent., and most of it 
|| comes in at the higherrate. It seems to me that 
! 50 per cent. is a very high duty; and it is not a 
| revenue duty. The Senator can accomplish his 
object much more thoroughly by fixing it at 30 
per cent. instead of 50 percent. Fae with him 

that the duty should be the same on the finer as 

on the lower qualities. Nine tenths of the cigars 

consumed in the United States are of the common 
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quality, and I am perfectly willing that the duty 
shall be 30 per cent.; and that would bea revenue - 


duty; but if the Senator puts it up to 50 per cent., | much as $200 or $250; and I think some of them | 


J think it will be an extravagant rate, and will be 


more apt to prohibit the importation of cigars than || 


to increase the revenue. IL would advise him, 
therefore, to put it at 30 per cent., if he wants to 
have a mere revenue duty, and to equalize the 


duty on the fine article and on the common arti- 
cle.” It will be accomplished in the same degree 
by that as by the 50 per cent., in my judgment. 

Mr. POWELL. bn reference to the tables, I 
find that in the tariff of 1846, cigars paid a duty 
of 40 per cent. ad valorem; in the tariff of 1857, 
30 per cent. They brought more revenue under 
the tariff of 1846 than under that of 1857. These 
cigars are not only a matter of luxury, but are 
said to be a luxury very obnoxious to health. I 
think they ought to pay high duties, I am will- 
ing, however, at the suggestion of gentlemen, to 
modify, and will modify my amendment so as to 
insert 40 per cent. on the cigars instead of 50. 
That wil! leave it precisely where the tariff of 
1846 put it; and I will put the unmanufactured 
tobacco at 35 per cent. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senator will say 30. 

Mr. POWELL. Well, I will say 30 per cent. 
on unmanufactured tobacco. 

Mr.GWIN. I will stand by that. 

Mr. POWELL. That will leave the duties as 
they were fixed in the act of 1846. That brought 
more revenue than the lower duties of the tariff 
of 1857. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 
ment will be read as modified. 

The Secretary. If the amendment be agreed 
to, the bill will read as follows: 

On cigars of all kinds 40 per centum ad valorem; on un- 
mantnfactured tobacco in leaf, 30 per centum ad valorem ; 
on all other manufactured and unmanufactured tobacco, 
30 per centum ad valorem. 

Mr. GWIN. I move to amend the Senator’s 
amendment by making the duties uniform, 30 per 
cent. on cigars and tobacco; because I believe that 
will bring a larger revenue than the higher duty. 
I hope the Senate will agree that it shall be a uni- 
form duty of 30 per cent. on tobacco and cigars. 
I move to amend the amendment in that way. 

Mr. POWELL. I hope the Senator’s amend- 
ment will not prevail. 

The amendment to the amendment was re- 
jected. 

Mr. SIMMONS called for the yeas and nays 
on the amendment of Mr. Powex.; and they 
were ordered. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I only want to say one word. 
It is a little significant that the first attack upon 
the cigar duty, as fixed in the bill, was upon the 
ground that it was enormously high; and the 
Senator from Kentucky voted for another form 
of amendment, presented by the Senator from 
Virginia, [Mr. Mason,] to reduce it very much; 
and all the gentlemen on the other side vote for 
his amendment, I believe. Now, the Senatorfrom 
Kentucky has ciphered it out to be very low, and 
he proposes to raise it, The Senator from Vir- 
ginia complained very much that the duties were 
actually lower on the high-priced cigars than on 
the low ones, I answered that by saying we put 
60 cents a pound on the high-priced cigars and 
20 on the low, and put an additional duty of 10 
per cent. on the high cigars. There is only one 
single thing here that is allowed to come in at 25 
per cent., and that is leaf tobacco, which is used 
for cigar ee and the manufactured tobacco 
is put up to 30 per cent. I shall not go over the 
argument again on cigars, because we have very 
little time. 

Mr. POWELL. The Senator from Virginia, 
as | understand him, complained of this bill be- 
cause, on the fine Cuba sugars, the high-priced 
cigars, the duty was very low. It is not more 
than 16 per cent. a¢ valorem upon cigars costing 
$100 a thousand, while on the lower-priced cigars, 
the cheap cigars, the duty is very high, rangin 
up to 100 per cent. ad valorem under the bill as it 
is. Thatis the statement I made a moment ago. 

Mr. BIGLER. Can the Senator from Ken- 
tucky give us any information as to the various 
ene of cigars imported from Cuba? I confess 

know nothing about it. 

Mr. POWELL. I can state to the Senator that, 
so far as I have personal knowl of that mat- 
ter, [have bought some of them at $60 a thou- 
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and L hope all our friends will vote to do so, though 


| extravagant in their taste than I am, have paidas || I think that duty ought to be there. 


| cost $500 a thousand. 

Mr. BIGLER. If that be so, it presents a sub- 
ject worthy of notice, so far as the importations 
| are concerned. By looking atthe volume of Com- 
| mercial Relations, page 266, you will find a state- 


ment of the age: of cigars imported and the 
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appraised price, and you will see that the average 
eee of the Cuban cigars is alittle over $6 a thou- 
sand. 

Mr. LATHAM. When manufactured here? 
Mr. BIGLER. When imported here. I mean 
to say that the invoiced price upon which the duty 
is paid, is a little over $6 a thousand. Now, the 
object of making a specific charge per pound, is 
to meet this manifest fraud which everybody can 
see. Cigars are invoiced at about 25 per cent. of 
their real value. 

The question being aken oy yeas and nays, 
= 10, nays 26; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Crittenden, 
Fitch, Johnson of Tennessee, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, 
and Powell—10. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Dixon, Doolittice, Durkee, Fessen- 
den, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Morrill, 
Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten iyek, Trumbull, Wade, 
Wilkinson, and Wilson—26. 

So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. SEWARD. I move to reconsider the vote 
by which a duty was laid on tea and ‘coffee 


The motion was agreed to 


| 
The PRESIDING orFifer, (Mr. Fire.) 
_ The question now is on concurring in that amend- 
ment, 
| Mr. SEWARD. I move to strike out the 
amendment imposing a duty on tea and coffee. 

Mr. GRIMES. The question recurs, I sup- 
pose, on the motion made by myself, that that 
portion of the amendment relating to tea and cof- 
fee should be striken out. 

Mr. BIGLER. The question ison striking out 
coffee and tea. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
state that the question is not upon striking out; 
but the Senate having reconsidered the vote by 
which that amendment was adopted, the question 
is on concurring in the amendment. 

Mr. SEWARD. In order to make these arti- 
cles, coffee and tea, free, do we vote yea or nay? 

Mr. GRIMES. Allow me to state what I un- 
derstand to be the condition of the question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
hear the Senator from Lowa. 

Mr. GRIMES. At the early part of the ses- 
sion this morning, 1 moved to strike out that part 
of the amendmentof the Senator from Rhode Isl- 
and, which had been adopted in Committee of the 
Whole, which imposed a duty on tea and coffee; 
and that motion was not carried. The Senator 
from New York has moved to reconsider that 
vote. It has been reconsidered; so that the ques- 
tion now to be presented to the Senate is, whether 
or not the motion I made this morning shall pre- 
vail. 

Mr. BIGLER. You can renew it. 

Mr. GRIMES. I renew the motion, if that be 
necessary. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the adoption of the amendment to the amend- 
ment adopted by the Senate as in Committee of 
the Whole; which amendment to the amendment 
is to strike out tea and coffee. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Was not the last vote upon 
adopting that amendment of the Committee of the 
Whole retaining tea and coffee? 

Mr. BIGLER. That has been reconsidered. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
was on striking those articles out of an amend- 
ment adopted in Committee of the Whole, which 
included sugar with tea and coffee; and the ques- 
tion now is on the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from Iowa, striking out tea and coffee from 
that amendment. . 

Mr. SIMMONS. I have but one word to say 
about this; and that is, that I hope if they are to 
be stricken out, we shall all vote to strike them 
out. Whenever this bill is made so that we shall 
get a final vote on it, I want it to be a bill that the 

riends of the Government can all vote for; and if 
some of them cannot vote for it with a duty on 
tea and coffee in, I will vote to strike them out; 


Mr. WILSON. Gentlemen say they do nee 
want any speech. I do not mean to make any. 
but I object to the motion. _It is not in order; and 
the Senator from New York had no right to make 
it. There was an amendment moved by the Sep. 
ator from Rhode Island, and a motion was made 
to amend that amendment, and it failed; and then 
the Senate adopted the amendment entire; and the 
first motion should be to reconsider the whole 
amendment. That must be done before the amend. 
ment to it can be reconsidered. 

Mr. BIGLER. That is what was done. 

Mr.CLINGMAN. The statement of the Sep. 
ator from Massachusetts corresponds with what 
I understood to be the condition of this question, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fircn.) 
The Chair will remark, that not having been at 
that time the occupant of the chair, he did not 
know precisely in what form it was; but if it was 
adopted as the Senator from Massachusetts sug- 
gests, he names the only course by which it can 
be reached. The vote on the adoption of the 
entire amendment, of which that was a part, must 
first be reconsidered. 

Mr. BIGLER. That has already been done. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. No, sir. 

Mr. SEWARD. Well, I make that motion 


now. 

The, PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion 
of the Senator from New York first was to recon- 
sider the vote by which the Senate refused to 
strike out teaand coffee. That of course brought 
up the proposition of the Senator from Iowa, that 
having been only a part of the amendment before 
adopted. The motion, though put by the Chair, 
was really not in order. The Senator from New 
York now moves to reconsider the vote by which 
the amendment, of which that was part, was 
adopted. 

Mr. BRIGHT called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. CLARK NowlTraisea question of order 
that it is not competent for the Senator from New 
Yorkgo make the motion, because he voted with 
the minorit 


Mr. SEWARD. No, sir; I voted with the 


ey , 
r. CLARK. ThenI was mistaken. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. I wish to say that, so far 
as tea and coffee are concerned, in my judgment, 
they do not enter into so general use as does 
sugar. I was willing to puta duty upon all of 
thent, for the purpose of raising revenue. Iam 
willing to stand by the duty which was laid on 
tea and coffee, but if either of these articles is to 
come in free, I insist that it shall be sugar. It 
enters into more general use than either tea or 
coffee, and it is more of a necessary; and I trust 
there will be no such division as to strike out tea 
and coffee. I am quite willing to strike out sugar, 
tea, and coffee—all of them, or I am willing to put 
a reasonable duty upon all of them; but I think 
there is greater reason for having sugar free than 
there is for having tea or coffee free. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It is hardly necessary, 


Mr. President, that I should apologize for saying . 


a few words, for 1 have been silent pretty much 
all the time in regard to this business. But we 
may just as well understand where we are, and 
tell the country plainly what we are doing. This 
backing and filling one way and the other is hardly 
creditable. We are now attempting to pass a 
revenue bill, by which we shall get something to 
pay the expenses of this Government. My friend 
from Illinois sa¥s, strike out all these articles, and 
he is content. I should like to know where he Is 
going to get revenue from to support the Govern- 
ment. The people have got to support it some- 
how, and they have got to do it by paying duties; 
and it makes very little difference as to the precise 
articles upon which you lay them. At any rate, 
Iam not disposed to humbug them one way or 
the other, but to tell the truth. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. | The Senator from Maine 
misunderstood me. I said I-was willing that all 
these articles should stand in the duty list; but! 
object to the discrimination, which, I think, !s 
wrong. If either is t6 come free, let it be sugar. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Then I did my friend 
injustice in my supposition. I agree with him 
that all these articles should stand just as they 
are I know as well as anybody how disagreea- 
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ble a tax upon tea, coffee, and sugar is to the great 
mass of the community; but it is like any other 
tax: and the only difference between this and 
others is, that in other cases you lay a tax with 
a view to protection in connection with revenue. 

Now, how do we stand about this? We have 
got to raise revenue from some of these articles. 
If you keep the duty as it is on sugar, we can get 
along; but some gentlemen wish to strike the duty 
off sugar. Lt is used by everybody; everybody 
wants a little sweetening; and therefore gentle- 
men say let us have sugar free. Why, sir, we 
have had this tax on sugar continually year after 
year, for four years, and nobody has complained. 
The people have paid it willingly; and this does 
not ai or to raise it of any consequence. 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. This reduces the duty on 


ugar. 
7 Mr. FESSENDEN. As the amendment now 
stands, it reduces the duty on sugar; but in the bill, 
as it came from the House of Representatives, the 
duty on sugar stood at about the same as it was 
before. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It is less than it was before 
in th® bill as it passed the House of Representa- 
tives. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. My friend says that as 
the bill passed the House of Representatives, the 
duty on sugar was less than before. Has any- 
body complained of that duty? Is there a com- 
plaint from any section of the country? Nobody 
says a word. It is paid very willing]! 
body. Why, then, should we trouble ourselves 
about it if it is a proper and legitimate source of 
revenue, and connected also with protection, asit 
has been? There may be another idea floating 
about in the minds of men, that we do not want 
to protect sugar in Louisiananow. lam just as 
ready to protect it now as I ever was, for | do not 
believe Louisiana is going to stay out of the Union 
a great while; and I do not want to do anything 
by way of punishing anybody in reference to that 
matter; but at any rate I do not want to punish 
myself and the Government by striking out a 
revenue which is absolutely necessary, because 
that must be the result of it. Some Senators seem 
to have the idea that we may strike down a little 
on sugar, and effect one object, and put a littleon 
tea and coffee. If we are not to gain by it, is it 
not better to let well enough alone than to attempt 
to try new things? 

Mr. BAKER. Allow me to make a suggestion 
to the Senator from Maine. I inquired yester- 


day of the Senator from Rhode Island, and he | 
told me that the bill, as now amended in regard |! 
to sugar, tea, and coffee, compared with the bill || 


as it came from the House of Representatives, 
made an addition to the revenue of $4,000,000, 
which he represented as indispensable; and there- 
fore | voted for it. I should like to know if that 
be notso? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If itis indispensable, let 
us go for it; but if it is not indispensable, instead 
of trying new experiments which will be disagree- 
able, as we believe, to the mass of the people, let 
us stand by the old, for we have tried that and 
found that itis wellenough. But if Senators here 
will insist upon striking down the duty on sugar 
for any purpose, we must have the revenue from 
some source, and you must put on a correspond- 
ing duty somewhere else. 

Tam perfectly willing, if Senatorsdesire to strike 
out the whole of this amendment offered by my 
friend from Rhode Island, to go back to the bill 
just as it came from the House of Representatives 
in this respect, laying a duty on sugar, to get what 
we can out of that, and leave the other articles as 
they were before. Butif Senators insist, as Sena- 
tors do insist, under this state of things in the 
country, with an absolute necessity to raise a rev- 
enue and to increase that revenue, upon striking 
down in any considerable degree one great source 
of it, we must find some other to put it upon, and 
that is the principle upon which this amendment 
was founded. Now let us do one thing or another, 
for as to the idea of reconsidering and striking out 
the duty upon tea and coffee, and then striking 
out the duty upon sugar besides, if we Jo that we 
shall be acting very absurdly, in my judgment. 
We must meet our responsibilities upon this sub- 
ject, and I am perfectly ready to meet them before 


a or anywhere else. 
r. WILKINSON. I hope that this motion to 
reconsider will not prevail. For my part, I would 


by every- | 
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|| that country. 


|as soon tax the people of my State on tea and 
| coffee as on chains and on iron, and upon every 
| article for which this new bill has been introduced 
here. The people of the West are suffering more, 
| and will suffer more, by the tariff upon iron, than 
any other portion of the country. I cannot see 
any reason or any propriety in imposing this high 
rate of duty wpon chains and all kinds of iron 
| which the people of the West use more than any 


| 
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may collect $5,000,000 by this; and it will come 
out of the mere profits of the overgrown wealthy 
men. If you put a duty on coffee here, = will 
take off the export duty in Brazil end Cuba to 
that extent; and, as you take off your duty, they 
will put on theirs. If you take.off the duty on 
molasses, they would put just such an export 
duty on it in Cuba. They have done so for forty 
years. Every time we have reduced our duty, 


| portion of the country, and then excusing the peo- || they have put gn theirs; and every time we put 


| ple of the East from paying a duty on tea and 
| coffee. I object to any such unfair discrimination. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Wedo not use aay more 
| tea and coffee than you do. 

Mr. WILKINSON. We would just as soon 
pay a tax on tea and coffee as pay it ona plow 
| ora log chain; and I must say here, that | am 
| stretching my conscience a great deal to go for the 
duties imposed by this bill on those articles. Now, 
I ask the tea-drinkers of the East not to shirk 
this responsibility, and attempt to put it on these 
articles which are used so much in the West. I 
say to the Senator from Maine, and the Senator 
from New York, that I would just as soon have 
| the people of Minnesota pay a tax on tea as pay 
iton sugar; and I woulda little rather they should 
pay it on tea than pay it on chains, and on all 
| classes of hardware which we do so much use in 
I think when the tariff question 
| comes to be pretty thoroughly ventilated, it will be 
| understood that the people of the Northwest are 
to suffer more by this bill than any other people 
in the country; and this looks to me very much 
| like shirking their responsibilities 2 some people 
| who are not bearing the burdens which the pres- 
| ent bill will impose on us. 








| 
j 
| 


| Why,sir, | sawastatement here which showed | 


| that there was a tariff of 108 per cent. ad valorem 
| upon chains, articles which are not used very 
much in some of the States represented by those 
men here who are so very anxious for protection. 
| My people, and the st of the entire West, usg 
| the articles which are taxed so heavily. They do 
| not use quite so much tea and coffee, because a 
| great many of them have not, perhaps, always got 
| the money to buy them with; but they are always 
| obliged to have these articles which are taxed so 
| heavily in this bill. I hope, therefore, that this 
| motion will not be reconsidered, and if it is, I 
| want to see sugar come in duty-free. 
| The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
| resulted—yeas 25, nays 20; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Baker, Bigler, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, 
Crittenden, Foot, Green, Grimes, Gwin, Harlan, Hemphill, 
Junter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Ken- 
nedy, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, Powell, Sebas- 
tian, Seward, Wigtall, and Wilson—235. ’ 

NAYS—Messrs. Authony, Bingham, Cameron, Chandler, 
| Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Fitch, Foster, 
| Hale, King, Morrill, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trum- 
bull, Wade, and Wiikinson—209. i 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The vote by 
| which the amendment was adopted having been 
reconsidered, the question again recurs on con- 
curring in the amendment. 

Mr. BIGLER. 
to vote as they desire to do. If I understand 
them rightly, the intention is to strike out coffee 
and tea. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is the 
motion. 

Mr. BIGLER.. I will make that motion; that 
seems to be what is desired. I move to strike out 
tea and coffee in the amendment. I do that sim- 
6, put the question right. 

r. SIMMONS. I want to say one word be- 
fore this provision is entirely destroyed. If the 
proposed duty on tea and coffee, as a perpetual 
thing, is so disagreeable to people who are friend] 
to the general features of this bill, 1 shall be per- 
fectly content to limit its operation to two ycars, 
until we get over and supply the present pressing 
necessities of this Government. This Govern- 
mentisabout to bedemoralized for wantof money, 
and I ask Senators if they are going to allow a 
mere trifling duty like this to interfere with the 
bill? This duty will bring in $5,000,000 a year 
for the next two years; and there will not be one 
man, woman, or child in the country, if the 
demagogues said hothing about it, who would 
know that the tea and coffee were touched. It 
will never raise the price to the retailer a single 
half mill. You cannot tell when the duty on tea 
and coffee is taken off by the price, and you will 
not know by the price that a duty is put on. We 
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it on, they take it offMinvariably. If people would 
study a little into the history of commerce, they 
would never dream that this would add $I to the 
cost of the women’s tea and coffee. Iam very 
sorry to be obliged to talk here until I get so hoarse 
that I cannot be heard, in order to sustain the 
Government that I like. I willagree to limit the 
duty. Ido not want this change to be made a 
perpetual noise in this country; for you cannot 
raise the money to support your Government 
without having a clamor all over the country; and 
you cannot hire money, and pay 3 per cent. a 
month, without having a clamor in the Senate. 
Everybody rejoices when this Government has 
every feather plucked out of it. I move to amend 
the amendment so as to provide that the duties 
levied by this section of the bill on tea and coffee 
shall terminate in two years—on the 30th of June, 
1863. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That motion 
will not now be in order, there being an amend- 
ment pending to the amendment, offered by the 
Senator from Pennsylvania, 

Mr. SIMMONS. He will withdraw that, I 
know, for this. 

Mr. BIGLER. 
Senator offers his. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Then the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island can propose his amend- 
ment. : 

Mr. SIMMONS. I move to limit the time the 
tea and coffee duty shall last, until the 30th of 
June, 1863. 

Mr. BINGHAM. On sugar, too? 

Mr. SIMMONS. All the duties in that sec- 
tion. [**Oh, no!’’}) Let it apply to what is pro- 
posed to be stricken out, and we can take care of 
it by the time the two years come around. 

Mr. GWIN. The Senator from Rhode island 
says the Government is about to be demoralized 
for the want of money to carry it on. Now, Mr. 
President, I am in favor of striking out this duty 
on tea and coffee, because, if you adopt the sub- 
stitute of the Senator from Oregon, [Mr. Lane, ] 
you will, without a duty on tea and coffee, raise 
as much revenue as you will under this tariff bill 
with a duty on tea and coffee. I am as much in 
favor of providing revenue to carry on this Gov- 
ernment as the Senator himself; but he has intro- 
duced an amendment here that strikes down rev- 
enue. It reduces the revenue on sugar and mo- 
lasses; it reduces the revenue on importations of 
iron. We collect the great bulk of our revenues 
ona very few articles-of importation. If you 
will look to the tariffs that have existed for many 
years past, you will find that we collect the greater 
portion of the revenue that gp | foes the Govern- 
ment upon very few articles. In order that I may 
be understood, I will state the revenues for the 
last fiscal year, ending the 30th of June last, un- 
der the present tariff. 

The entire revenues amounted in the aggregate 
to $53,979,570 during the last fiscal year on im- 
ports. Upwards of $40,000,000 of this amount 
was collected on seven articles. The Senator 
from Rhode Island has introduced an amendment, 
which has been adopted, that strikes down rev- 
enue to the amount of millions of dollars upon 
one article that pays the most money to the Gov- 
ernment. I will give to the Senate a list of the 
seven articles to which I refer. The amount of 
merchandise imported into the United States dur- 
ing the fiscal year ending the 30th June, 1860, 
paying duties, was $279,872,327, and the free 
goods amounted to $82,291,614, making a total of 
$362,163,941. The duties on the importations of 
dutiable merchandise, were nearly $54,000,009, as 
I said before. The seven following articles paid 


T will withdraw it until the 


more than $40,000,000 of the entire revenue: sugar 
and molasses, $8,711,118; manufactures of wool, 
$8,155,518; manufactures of cotton, $7,120,047; 
manufactures of silk, $6,491,822; manufactures 
of iron and steel, $4,835,973; wines and spirits 
and ale and porter, $3,321,805; and cigars and to- 





bacco, $1,742,000. The average rate of duties on 
these articles was a little less than 20 per cent.. 
The sugar and molasses now pay 24 per cent.; 
manufactures of wool pay 24, 19, and 15 per cent., 
according to the different classes; two thirds come 
in at 24, and most of the remainder at 19. On 
manufactures of cotton, the duties are 24, 19, and 
15 per cent., a’ to the grades; about one 
sixth comes in at the lower rates, and the rest at 
24 per cent. Manufactures of silk pay 24, 19, 
and 12 per cent. Most of the revenue on these 
articles is at 19 per cent. Manufactures of iron 





and steel pay 24, 15, and 12 percent.; and nearly 
the whole class of goods is at the 24 per cent. 
rate of duty. Wines, spirits, ale, and porter 30 
per cent.; cigars and tobacco, 30 and 24 per cent., 
mostly the higher rate. 

{t was proved by the Senator from Pennsylva- 
nia, this morning, that the tariff of 1846, asamended 
by the substitute of the Senator from Oregon, 
would raise more money than the bill we have 
under consideration. He said it would be about 
the same with the free list of the tariff of 1857; 
butif we restore the tariff of 1846, without that ex- 
tended free list, as a matter of revenue, we shall 
raise more money by adopting the substitute of 
the Senator from Oregon than by this tariff bill. 
It has been proved by the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania that we shall lose millions upon millions ot 
dollars on the article of sugar alone, and you pro- 
pose to tax tea and coffee because you take a duty 
off other articles from whidh, under former tariffs, 
we have raised a revenue to sustain the Govern- | 
mentin itsexpenditures. Why makethischange ? | 
Why not take the tariff that proved eminentl 
successful? Why not adopt the tariff of 1846, 
that raised revenue enough to support all the wants 
of the Government, and more than enough, and 
satisfied every section of the country? In 1842, 
we introduced a new system, the system of spe- 
cifics, and that was one of the greatest failures as 
a revenue system that we have ever had. That 
tariff was soon superseded by the tariff of 1846, 
which satisfied every section of the country, pro- 
tected every domestic interest that really required | 
protection, and gave us a revenue such as no other | 
tariff ever had given before. We abandoned that 
tariff because it gave more revenue than would 
support the Government. Now, when we have 
not revenue enough under the tariff of 1857 to sup- 
port the Government, let us reénact the act of | 
1846, which did support the Government, and 
gave us more money than we wanted. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania says he has 
attempted, so far as he was concerned, to make | 
the specific duties in this bill correspond with the 
ad valorem duties of the tariff of 1846. Why not | 
adopt that tariff itself? The tariff of 1842 was an | 
experiment in regard to the specifics and mini- 
mums, and it was a failure; but the tariff of 1846, 


which adopted the ad valorem system, was a great | 
success. Why should we, at this time of imminent 
peril to the country, change a system that was so 
eminently successful, and which yielded us reve- 
nue enough for all the wants of the Government, to 
adopt one that was a failure, the worst failure of 
a revenue system we ever had since the Consti- 
tution was adopted? Under the tariff of 1846, we 
shall raise as much money as we can possibly 
under this tariff, and leave out the duty on tea and 
coffee. ‘That was demonstrated this morning by | 
the figures introduced by a friend of this very | 
tariff; and when I asked him the question, he | 
could not deny ut. He said the revenue would be 
| 
| 





about the same under this bill as under the tariff 
of 1846, if you adopt the free list of the tariff of 
1857; and if you do not adopt that, it is larger. 
Now, Mr. President, so far as Lam concerned, 
1 am in favor of a tariff that will create revenue to 
carry on this Government. I representa constit- 
uency more than any other in this whole Confed- 
eracy in favor of free trade, We produce gold; 
and we want free trade with the whole world, but 
we, want revenue also. This Government has not 
much money in the Treasury, and | am for put- 
ting money in the Treasury. Unlike the Senator 
from Hlinois—who said he would vote for the 
substitute of the Senator from Oregon in prefer- 
ence to this bill, and then vote against it, if that 
substitute was adopted—l shall vote for it, be- 
cause I know it will put more revenue into the 
Treasury; and my constituents are mad to pay 
any amount of duties on a revenue standard that 
are necessary to carry on thisGovernment. They 





are not afraid of paying duties to carry on the 
Government; but they do not want to change the 
taxing system of this Government. They do not 
wish to resort to a system that gives protection 
first, and that makes revenue an incident, as does 
the present bill. They do not want to go back 
to the principle of the tariff of 1842, of specific 
duties. The tariff of 1846 was an eminent suc- 
cess; the tariff of 1842 was a great failure. Itis 
only necessary to restore the tariff of 1846, with 
a few changes in the schedules, to give us a rev- 
enue that will carry on the Government. It car- 
ried on the Government during its existence, and 
gave us more money than we wanted; and we re- 
duced it because we had more money than we 
wanted. Now, when the present tariff does not 
produce the revenue that is required to carry onthe 
Government, letus restore this experiment which 
was so successful. The other experiment of spe- 
cific duties was a failure. 

I am in favor of striking out the duty on tea 
andcoffee. Itisunnecessary. If you willadopt 
the tariff of 1846, it is not at all necessary. It has 


been demonstrated by friends of this measure that 


it will produce more revenue than this very tariff 
bill. - lt does not change the system that has 
worked so admirably for sixteen or seventeen 
years past—the ad valorem system; and if you 
adopt the substitute of the Senator from Oregon, it 
is unnecessary to tax tea or coffee at al] to make up 
the deficiency that is created by striking down the 
duty on sugar. Therefore, | hope that the amend- 
ment even to limit this duty on tea and coffee to 
two years will not be adopted, because it will in 
some degree equalize the amount collected by this 
bill to the amount that would be collected under 
the tariff of 1846, without taxing tea or coffee. 
Hence, it would create more of an equality in the 
revenues of this Government if this was stricken 
out. Without it, the substitute of the Senator 
from Oregon will give us more revenue. With 
this, it may equalize it. ‘Therefore, being in favor 
of that substitute, I am in hopes the Senate will 
strike out this tax on tea and coffee. 

Mr. HALE. I have said but very little about 
this bill, because I know but little about it, and I 
do not propose to say much now; but I represent 
a people upon whom the tax on tea, and coffee, 
and sugar, and iron is an unmitigated and unre- 
quited burden, save what is found in the general 
prosperity of the country. This tariff bill, so far 
as I understand it, is not for the protection of the 
people that | represent; and I think the only ben- 
efit they are to have from it is to be found in the 
general prosperity of the country which is to be 
anticipated from the change that may be pro- 
duced. But, sir, I am in favor of putting a duty 
upon tea and coffee, and keeping it upon sugar 
as it stands in the bill; and when I say that lam 
not afraid of: any demagogues, nor of what any 
demagogues may say to the people of New Hamp- 
shire, though, when | vote for it, | vote for an 
unmitigated burden on the people whom I repre- 
sent—every one of them that uses these articles, 
I do it for the same reason that the Treasury notes 
were reduced to the small amount of $50: because 
I can say to my people that the necessities of a 
common country required it. We put the loan 
down to $50, and 1 wish it had been $20, so that 
the Government might appeal to the whole peo- 
ple, and ask them to come up and put their should- 
ers to the wheel and help to lift the Government 
out of the condivon in which it has found itself. 
This duty upon tea and coffee is in the same sit- 
uation, and it is supported by substantially the 
same philosophy; and though I represent a peo- 
ple who occupy as sterile a soil, perhaps, as any 
one of the States, a people that have to work, and 
de work, aboutas hard as the people of any State 
in the Union, and who feel the burdens of taxa- 
tion as keenly as anybody, | have that confidence 
in their patriotism, in their love of country, and 
in their appreciation of truth and justice, to think 
that they will be willing to submit to the burdens 
imposed on tea and coffee for the purpose of rais- 
ing the revenue that is necessary to carry on the 
Government: 

Sir, we are in a perilous condition. The coun- 
try has been living under Democratic rule until 
it is now eating the ripened fruit of it; and I think 
the best exposition of it is found in that pious 
emanation of the President of the United States— 
his proclamation for a fast. Whenever I want, 
here or elsewhere, talking to my own people or 
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anybody else, a commentary, a ee an and 


searching commentary upon the fruits of Demo. 
cratic misrule, I shall read President Buchanan’, 

roclamation for a fast; and if I found any old 
ady in the State of New Hampshire who, a3 she 
sipped her tea, thought the price of it had been 
raised by this duty, I would tell her: * Googq 
woman, read Mr. Buchanan’s proclamation for a 
fast, and then submit with patience to the increased 
burdens that are imposed on you for the purpose 
of raising the country out of that depth to which 
the President himself tells you, when he has an 
hour of pious sincerity upon him, the country has 
been reduced.’’ You will find it in the proclama. 
tion of the President; and in that [ read the neces. 
sity, just as strong as if it was written by the pen 
of inspiration, for every effort that we can make 
by taxing tea and coflee, and anything else that 
is hecessary to give increased revenue to the Goy- 
ernment, 

Mr. CLINGMAN. The honorable Senator 
from New Hampshire, I think, is a little mistaken 
in attributing the present want of credit and means 
by the Government to the Democracy. I haye 
only to refer him to the fact that in Octobe last, 
when the Government wanted to borrow money 
at 5 per cent., its bonds were ata premium. Now, 
it is barely possible to obtain money at 11 or 12 
per cent.; and at 6 per cent., it cannot borrow at 
all. Why isthat? It is because the country saw 
in November that it was not going to be under 
Democratic rule for the next four years. The 
credit of this country fell on the 7th day of Novem- 
ber, when it was understood that Lincoln and 
Hamlin were elected. The credit went down like 
a shooting star; and I tell the honorabie Senator 
that, if he wishes to restore the Government credit, 
he has only to effect this: if it could be known to- 
morrow that Lincoln and Hamlin had resigned, 
the credit of this country would be buoyantagain. 
That, I think, is the fact. So far, therefore, from 
the Democracy having brought it down 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Will the Senator allow 
me toask him, would it not be also necessary that 
the countsy should understand that Mr. Floyd was 
going back into the War Department? [Laugh- 


er. 

Mr, CLINGMAN. Floyd’s going into it or 
remaining out had nothing in the world to do with 
the mattér—not in the slightest. They are con- 
necting an immaterial circumstance. The whole 
people understand that it was because this coun- 
try was not to be under Democratic rule that its 
credit failed. Gentlemen can restore it in a week 
by getting their candidates to resign. The Gov- 
ernment will then be able to borrow money on as 
good terms as it could have done last November. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I find that every time there 
is an amendment propesed, the tariff of 1846 is 
brought up, and we have a dissertation on that. 

I thought I wouid say nothing about the tariff of 
1846 until the amendment was up; but I now wish 
to state exactly the operations of that tariff. For 
the last few years of its operation it was admin- 
istered ably by a man who for his integrity and 
intelligence now enjoys a wide fame. His loy- 
alty to his duties has become proverbial through- 
owt the world. I mean Mr. Guthrie. Nobody 
ever doubted his honesty; nobody ever doubted 
his ability. He and the Secretary of State | Mr. 
Marcy] redeemed the character of the jast Admin- 
istration from utter ruin. Under that tariff, Mr. 
Guthrie addressed several reports to Congress 
stating what the operation of it was. I have taken 
from the returns of the Treasury the average rate 
of duties paid under that tariff. In 1852 it was 
27.011 per cent. I have stated two or three times 
to the Senate that the average rate of duty under 
that bill was 27 2-9 percent. Before 185] or 1852, 
it paid within 1-9 of 1 per cent. of all its figures 

led for; but during the next six, years, it fel: 
from 27 per cent. down to 19, while the law re- 
mained precisely as it was, not a schedule altered. 
It fell more than 1 per cent. a year merely by 
frauds. Mr. Guthrie so stated to Congress; and 
{ want my colleague to read what Mr. Guthrie 
said on this wonderfully successful tariff that fel! 
in five years 7 per cent., when the duties remaine 
just the same! At the end of five years it did not 
give three fourths of the amount of money it did 
five years before. If my colleague will read (his 
extract, I think that wil! puta stop to all allusions 
to the tariff of 1846, as a fit subject to return to 
by any decent people. 
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Mr. SIMMONS. Now, I move that the Senate 
concur in that amendment as modified. 

Mr. BIGLER. Itrequires no motion. 

Mr. SIMMONS. On that question I desire to 
have the yeasand nays. I trust there is no man in 
this Senate who expects to go back to any of 
those cheating tariffs. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is On concurring in the amendment as modified. 


Mr. SIMMONS. Well, I shall not ask for the 


yeas and nays if we can adopt it without them. 

Mr. HUNTER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I voted against the tax for 
two years, because I regard that as a war tax. If 
it were permanent and necessary for the expend- 
itures of the Government I| should vote for it; not 
otherwise. 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 21; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Dur- 
kee, Fessenden, Fitch, Foot, Foster, Hale, Harlan, King, 


Morrill, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, ‘Trumbull, Wade, 
and Wilkinson—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Douglas, 
Green, Grimes, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkan- 
sas, Johnson of Tennessee, Kennedy, Lane, Latham, Ma- 


son, Tet Powell, Rice, Sebastian, Seward, and Wil- 
son—2l, 


in. 
Mr. POWELL. I have an amendment which 
I offer as an additional section: 


~ind be it further enacted, That from and after the 30th 
day of June, 1861, ali acts and parts of acts granting allow- 
ances Or bounties on the tonnage of vessels employed in 
the bank o1 other cod fisheries be, aud the same are hereby, 


repenied. 
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So the amendment, as modified, was concurred | 





the Treasury. Iam obliged to the Senator for 
that tribute to the worth of one of Kentucky’s 
illustrious sons; but let me tell the Senator that 
that Secretary of the Treasury, upon whom he 
passed? such a eulogy, thought that this bounty 
did not encourage the fisheries, but rather encour- 
aged perjury. | will read an extract or two from 
a letter written by Mr. Guthrie on the 2d of Jan- 
uary, 1857, upon this subject. He says: 


‘* The great change which has taken place of late years 
in the manner and purpose of fisheries, has led, not to the 
encouragement of the cod fisheries under the bounty laws, 
but to the commission of perjuries for the purpose of ob- 
taining bounty under those laws. Hundreds of vessels, on 
board of which no fish were caught for dry-curing, which 
is essential to entitle them to bounty, have claimed and 
been allowed upon false statements, as has been subse- 
quently made apparent.”’ 

Again, he says: 

“* Many of the vessels to which bounties are paid upon 
proofs prepared in conformity with the regulations, beyond 
all doubt are manned by crews compensated in a different 
mode from that required by law ; and probably the fishery 
pursued is not exclusively for cod fish for the purpose of 
dry -curing, as contemplated by all the provisions of the 
bounty law. Under this state of things, an important ques- 
tion of expediency, as well as of morality, arises, since these 
laws, instead of furnishing encouragement for seamen, 
mainly encourage the commission of multiplied perjuries, 
and tend to the demoralization of a large class of the com- 


munity.” 

While we are engaged in raising revenue for 
the purpose of carrying on this Government, 
while we are engaged in raising money to fill an 
empty Treasury, I think it is proper that we 
should stop this most iniquitous drain upon that 
Treasury. 


other side claim, I think they ought to eome up 


ES 


If the object of this bill is to foster the | 


because it is just, because it is proper and right 
great interests of the country, as Senators on the | 


means to raise money to fill an empty Treasury. 
You are calling upon the people, the great con- 
suming interests, to pay that money for the pur- 
pose of carrying on this Government. That is 
proper, if the laws are properly made; but was 
there ever a better time than the present to stop 
this sum of $600,000 from going out of the Treas- 
ury ina manner in which it should not go, to per- 
sons who are not entitled to it? More thar half 
of it is obtained generally by perjury. Even if 
they obtained it all fairly under the law, the whole 
system is iniquitous and oe Those bounties 
are all wrong upon principle. The o_o laboring 
interest of this country—I will say the great farm- 
ing interest, for it isthey that pay nearly all these 
duties—they are to pay a tribute of $600,000 a 
year to Massachusetts and to Maine; for those 
two States get nearly the whole of these boun- 
ties. Since the beginning of this Government, 
Massachusetts has received more than two thirds 
of the $13,000,000 that have been paid for those fish- 
ing bounties. Are gentlemen, whose constituents 
are in nowise interested, to vote to retain upon the 
statute-book a law so fraught with evil, so unjust, 
so iniquitous in every form, for the purpose of 
Fratifying a few citizens of any State of the Union? 

do not propose this amendment because those 
bounties go to Massachusetts and Maine, and one 
or two other States. Sir, I would vote to repeal 
them if they were given to my own State, or any 
other State in this Union; because it is equitable, 


that they should be repealed. I merely name 

those States, because it is apparent that they get 

these heavy bounties. If they were going tomy 

own State of orn I should vote against 
tr 


them as I do now; and nat every Senator who 
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loves justice, equity, and right, and does not wish 
os perjary will vote for my amendment. 
_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question | 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from | 
meee 

Mr. POWELL. I desire to have the yeas and | 
nays upon it. 

Ihe yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SIMMONS. A single weed on this prop- 
osition. 

Several Senators. Let us vote. 

Mr. SIMMONS. This is merely hampering | 
this bill with other questions. If the Senator | 
desires to have this bounty repealed, let him bring | 
in a separate bill for that purpose. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll; and | 
Mr. Antuowy answered to his name 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER The calling 
of the roll has commenced. 

Mr. MASON. But one word. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. By the unan- 
imous consent of the Senate, the Senator from 
Virginia caa continue The Chair hears no ob- 
jection. 

Mr. MASON I have but one word to say in | 
reply to what the Senator from Rhode Island has 
said You cannot fill the Treasury unless you 
stop the leaks; and if you want to fill the Treas- 
uy you should stop this leak. 

he calling of the roll was continued; and the | 
result was announced—yeas 18, nays 27; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bayard, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Fitch, 
Green, Gwin, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnson of Arkansas, 
Johnson of Tennessee, Lane, Latham, Mason, Nicholson, 
Powell, Rice, and Sebastian—18. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Crittenden, Dixon, Doolittle, Dur- 
kee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, | 
Morrill, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, 
Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—27. 

So the amendment was rejected. | 


Mr. BAYARD. I do not desire to delay final 
action on this bill; but there is one amendment I 
must move to it; because, on the vote of the Senate 
on that amendment will depend ay own vote for 
or against the bill. After it is read, [ shall make 
as brief a statement as | can of the principle upon 
which it is founded. 

TheSecretary read the amendment, in line seven 
of section twenty-four, after the word * ad valo- 
rem,’’ to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That the duty imposed by the provisions of this | 
act on any article whatsoever, except wine, brandy, or 
other spirituous liquor, shall not exceed 30 per centum on | 
the value thereof on board at the port from which it is ex- | 
ported. 

So that the section will read: 

Sec. 24. And be it further enacted, That from and after | 
the day and year aforesaid, there shall be levied, collected, | 
and paid on the importation of all raw or unmanufac- | 
tured articles, not herein enumerated or provided for, a 
duty of 10 per centum ad valorem; and on all articles man- 
ufaciured in whole or in part, not herein enumerated or 
provided for, a duty of 20 per centum ad valorem: Pro- 
vided, That the duty imposed by the provisions of this act 
on any article whatsoever, except wine, brandy, or other 
spirituous liquors, shall not exceed 30 per centum of the 
valuegthereof on board at the port from which it is ex 
ported. ; 

Mr. BAYARD, Mr. President, I will state, as 
briefly as possible, the general reasons which in- | 
duce me to offer this amendment, and why it will 
control my vote. I will not attempt to illustrate 
it as I had intended to do; because I think the 
Senate are impatient to take the vote on the bill; 
and whether the amendment be adopted or not, I 
do not know that any argument I could make 
would effect its fate. I shall content myself with | 








simply stating the general principle. 

This bill, 7 its face, Seemann two classes of 
duties, ad valorem and specific I profess to be in 
favor of specific duties on certain classes of arti- 
cles, notas a universal rule, because there are 
many things to which I think it is not applica- 
ble. The bill is framed on that basis; but I ob- 
ject to making a specific the means of covering a 
prohibitory duty? thatis, an amount beyond what 
is perfectly well known as the revenue standard. 
The effect, then, of this amendment is merely to 
restrict the amount of duty; that it shall in no 
case go beyond 30 per cent. ad valorem. It does 
not disturb the specific duties imposed upon the 
different articles mentioned in the bill, unless 
they exceed thatamount, If they do, it restrains 
them to thatextent, ‘The committee who reported | 
the bill to the Senate have adopted that principle. | 











Where the ad valorem system is presented ob- 
viously and plainly, they have not gone beyond 
30 per cent. as the revenue standard. There is 
no class of articles in the bill to which the ad va- 
lorem duties apply, in which the duty exceeds 30 

r cent. ad valorem; but under specific duties, 
it is alleged that many of the duties will run u 
from 40 to 60, 80, and even over 100 per cent. If 
that be so, I consider that class of duties as pro- 
hibitory in its character; and I consider it objec- 
tionable; because, although it may be in your 
power to impose these duties—you certainly have 
the power to impose any duty you please—it is 
an abuse of the purposes for which the Constitu- 
tion intrusted you with the power to place duties 
on imports. That power was given to the Fed- 
eral Congress for the purpose of supporting the 
Government. That is the primary object of the 
power. 

Now, sir, I admit that, in the adjustment of 
duties, you have a right to look to the industrial 
interests of the country, and you have a right to 
give incidental protection to your own industry, 
provided the aggregate of the tax which you im- 
pose upon the coaate of the country is not greater 
than is necessary for the purposes of the expend- 
itures of the country; but I am not willing to go 
beyond that. I am not willing to impose any 
duty which will have the effect, by its prohibitory 
character, of reducing the revenue which would 
be derived from the same article at a less duty. I 
am willing to increase the amount to the utmost 
limit of the revenue standard—and that I suppose 
to be 30 per cent., with rare exceptions. I have 
excepted, in that amendment, wines, brandies, 
and spirituous liquors, because the Senate have 
already chosen to impose 40 per cent. upon wines, 
and I do not seek to controvert that. I suppose 
on articles of that kind you may impose a higher 
duty than 30 per cent., and yet you will get a 
greater amount of money, though I still think the 
tendency of these high duties is always to increase 
frauds. I do not know what the exact amount 
of duty is upon brandies and other spirituous 
liquors, but it seems to me it will exceed 30 per 
cent. 1 am willing to except these articles. They 
are not matters of protection atall, in any way. 

But, sir, I am opposed to the principle that Mr. 
Clay abandoned years ago, of protection for the 
sake of protection. lam willing to give the pro- 
tection that is incident to raising the amount of 
revenue necessary to meet the expenses of the 
country. I am willing to impose a tax, provided 
it does not go beyond the revenue standard on 
those articles that are produced in the country— 
which I understand to be the principle of inci- 
dental protection—leaving tea, coffee, and other 
articles free, and imposing a duty upon those arti- 
cles that are manufactured in the country. The 
effect of a duty of 30 per cent. will go, in m 
judgment, to the ultimate revenue standard. 
suppose that must have been the judgment of the 
committee, because they make that the highest 
class of duty which they impose by the name of 
an ad valorem duty. 

Now, sir, if there be no specific duty in the 
bill which extends beyond 30 per cent. ad valo- 
rem, this provision will be perfectly harmless. 
It does not affect anything on which there is a 
specific duty unde that amount; it is simply re- 
strictive in its character. It embodies the princi- 
ple that I mention, and which I am willing to go 
for—protection incidental to the collection of the 
amount of revenue sufficient to support the Gov- 
ernment of the country—and I will vote any ex- 
tent of revenue which is necessary for that pur- 
pose; but I will not agree to impose a duty the 
effect of which is to diminish the revenue, in or- 
der to protect one class of industry in the country 
at the expense of the people at la That is 
the basis of the amendment I will ask for the 
yeas and nays uponit. I consider it a necessary 
restriction; and upon the vote on the amendment 
will depend my vote on the bill. 

Mr.GWIN. Mr. President, I am in favor of 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Del- 
aware; butI rise now principally to vindicate the 
reputation of a very distinguished gentleman from 
the statements that were made by the Senator from 
Rhode Island—lI refer to the late Secretary of the 
Treasury, Mr.Guthrie. The Senator has quoted 
him as authority here in favor of this bill. I will 
send to the Secretary’s desk to be read what Mr. | 
Guthrie said on this subject. I want him to speak | 
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for himself. I have marked out certain extracts 
which I ask the Secretary to read; and then | 
shall have some remarks to make. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I desire to know if the Sen. 
ator undertakes to say that I made any imputa- 
tion on the character of the late Secretary of ¢) 

: the 
Treasury, Mr.Guthrie? . 

Mr.GWIN. [| think so, in saying that he was 
in favor of pe duties. 

Mr.SIMMONS. I didnot say any such thing; 
but I read from his report what he said about this 
tariff of 1846. . 

Mr.GWIN. I am going to read from it to 
show what he thought of it, and to vindicate his 
reputation, and to prove that he did not recom. 
mend any such thing. é 

The Secretary read the following extracts from 
the annual report of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, dated December 1, 1856: 

** After determining to raise revenue by a tariff or tay 
upon imports, the question arises as to the best mode of 
fixing the amount. It may be done by levying a specific 
sum, with or without wninimums, on all articles of weigtt 
Or measure, or by a certain per cent. on the foreign valine 
or on the home value, or by a combination of the specific 
and ad valorem oe The first mode requires weigh- 
ers, gaugers,and measurers for the ascertainment of the 
quantity, and with that the sum to be paid. The second 
requires not only weighers, gaugers, and measurers to as- 
certain the quantity, but appraisers, to ascertain the for- 
eign or home value, and with that, the suin to be paid. The 
first has but one set of officers; while the second has the 
same set, and appraisers in addition. The weighers, 
gaugers, and measurers may, from accident, want of know!- 
edge, or design, fail in ascertaining the true quantity, and 
so may the appraisers the dutiable value. In the first case, 
there may be errors to the prejudice of the Government; 
in the second case, like errors may, for like causes, exist 
in appraisement; and, with the double set of officers, the 
chances of error and fraud are doubled. The specific sum 
attfiches alike to all quantities, and results in unequal and 
unjust taxation. The article that costs $1 pays the same 
tax as the article that costs $5. A strong sense of the in 
justice, resulting from levying a fixed sum, with or without 
a minimum, upon all articles, no matter what the differ- 
ence in value, renders it inexpedient and unjust to resort 
to that mode of levying duties. ‘Those who favor a tariff 
for protection prefer a specific tax ; because the tax is gen- 
erally higher, and always the same, notwithstanding the 
fluctuations in the foreign and home value. Those who 
favor a tax for revenue desire ad valorem duties as the most 
equal and equitable mode that a just Government can re- 
sortto. If, to avoid the injustice and inequality resulting 
from specific taxation, it is provided the value shall also be 
ascertained, and a specific sum attached, pro rata, accord- 
ing to the value, it becomes ad valorem.” 

* * * * * * * * * * 

In addition to what is there said, it is suggested, that 
the ad valorem principle has been in force and practiced 
for ten years, is well understood by the experts in the Treas- 
ury and in the custom-houses, and most of the questions 
which have presented themselves, during the ten years of 
its operation, have had the decision of the Department, and 
many of them the sanction of the judiciary. [ do not think 
it w vuld be expedient now to make a change, and give up 
the knowledge and experience of the past teu years.” 

Mr.GWIN. Mr. President, I think the extract 
which has just been read presents the strongest 
argument that could be made against this tariff. 
It is the strongest condemnation of this principle 
that I could present to the Senate. Mr. Secretary 
Guthrie never recommended specifics further than 
to simplify the schedules, and to reduce the rev- 
enue; he preferred the existing system under the 
tariff of 1846 over that which is now proposed. 
In his report he says that it is against the true 
policy of the Government to give up the ad valorem 
system. He has said precisely what I said when 
I was on the floor before, that those who are in 
favor of a tariff to raise revenue prefer the ad 
valorem system; and those who wanted protection 
were in favor of specifics. When he was called 
upon to present a plan to reduce the revenues, he 
recommended us, if we desired to reduce the rev- 
enues, to introduce specifics, for that system of 
duties strikes at the revenue; and if we wanted to 
raise revenue, to take the ad valorem system. 

I desire to ask the Senate and the country what 
tariff carried us through the Mexican war? What 
system of revenue carried us through that war, 
one of the most expensive in which this Govern- 
ment was ever engaged? It was the tariff of 1846. 
Our bonds were never under par during the whole 
of that war, a war which, as reported by a Sec- 
retary of the Treasury of the same political sen- 
timents with the Senator from Rhode Island, cost, 
including the bounties to soldiers, $217,000,000. 
During all that time, the bonds of the Govern- 
ment, the loans of the Government, were above 

r. The tariff of 1846 was the cause of their 

ing above par. When it was desired to bring 
down the excessive duties under that tariff—for 
we collected more under it than we wanted—Mr. 
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Guthrie recommended that the best plan of bring- 
ing them down was to introduce s 
reduce the number of the schedules. He never 
said that he was in favor of specifics, except to | 
reduce the revenue. It isa system that never 
brings revenue to the Treasury. It protects do- 
mestic products. It was intended to protect them. 
Specific duties are intended to protect the domes- 
tic products of the country, and incidentally to 
bring revenue to the Government. 4d valorems 
bring revenue tothe Government, and incidentally 
protect the products of the country. 

The Senator from Rhode Island now opposes 
the reénactment of that tariff, professing, at the 
same time, to want a tariff passed through the 
Congress of the United States, to increase the 
revenue. Experience has proved that the system 
of ad valorem duties will bring more money into 
the Treasury than any other. The Senator de- 
sires to introduce a system which Mr. Guthrie 
recommended with a view to reduce the revenues 
of the country; and now, when the object is to 
increase these revenues, the Senator comes for- 
ward and urges upon the Congress of the United 
States to establish a system that destroys revenue; | 
that is to say, which reduces it, and brings it 
below the wants of the Government, as was proved 
by the tariff of 1842, which was based upon*a 
system of specifics and minimums, and which was 
never defended here by anybody, because it was 
a failure. All that Mr. Guthrie said in regard to 
specifics, and thg reduction of theschedules, there- 
fore, was merely to reduce the revenue; not to 
bring revenue into the Treasury. The tariff of 
1846 brought too much revenue; and now, when 
we have not got revenue enough, I say restore 
that tariff. I donot want the Senator to be quot- 


cipie contained in this proposition; for he has 
a condemned it in the extracts I have had 
read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the adoption of the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Delaware. 

Mr. BAYARD. I ask for the yeas and nays 
upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BAYARD. One word more. I suppose, 
from what the Senator from Pennsylvania stated 


in the slightest degree affect this bill injuriously 
to the manufacturer. His statement was, that the 
amount of specifics, so far at least as iron is con- 
cerned—and I suppose it is the case with other 
articles, imposed under the present bill before the 
Seniay dik not exceed, on the average, the du- 
ties imposed by the tariff of 1846; and in some 
cases fell short of them. Now, the tariff of 1846, 
except on cigars, wines, brandies, and spirituous 
te imposed no duty exceeding 30 per cent. 
My only object is to restrict these specific duties, 
so that they shall not exceed that amount—not to 
disturb them, or to prevent the collection of rev- 
enue in that mode. 

Mr. SIMMONS _I merely wish to state that 
the Senator from Delaware cannot have read this 
bill through. If he had, he would not have of- 
fered that amendment. I have stated five or six 
times, that we had put on broadcloths, for in- 
stance, and woolen goods, specifically the same 
duty that we put on the wool out of which it was 
made. We put the average amount of the wool 
duty upon thecloth. We keep the wool out, and 
allow our folks to have wool at as low rates as 
foreigners, and give them the benefit of 25 per 
tent., &c. Now, th> Senator could not have per- 
ceived the effect of his amendment. It destroys 
the whole bill at once, and lets in woolen goods 
without any reference to the wool of which they 
are made ‘ing taxed; and so, too, of a great 
many other articles. 

I merely wish to call the Senator’s attention to 
another single fact. Whenever there is a great 
depression in the price of any article abroad, so 
that there is an overstock, the goods are sold at 
half price, and thus you overturn your whole 
tariff. The specific duties aet upon the average. 
If, three, or four, or five years ote iron goes 
down because the railroads stop, then it will over- 





ing the authority of Mr. Gutorie for any prin- | 
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this morning, that the amendment | offer cannot 


| slate. 


| reference to articles of marble. 
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The question being taken by yeas and nays, 


cifics, and to || resulted—yeas 18, nays 28; as follows: 


| 


YEAS--Messrs. Bayard, Bragg, Bright, Clingman, Crit- 
tenden, Fitch, Green, Gwin, Heimpbill, Hunter, Johnson of 


| 
Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Lane, Mason, Nichol- 


son, Powell, Rice, and Sebastian—18. 

NAYS-—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Cam- 
eroz, Chandler, Clark, Dixon, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessen- 
den, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Kennedy, King, 
Latham, Morrill, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, 
Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—28. 


So the amendment was rejected 


Mr. FOOT. I desire to have one or two arti- 
cles transferred from one schedule into another; 
and in order to accomplish that, I shall move to 
strike out certain words and insert them in a dif- 
ferent place merely. The first is to strike out 
line one hundred and five in the twentieth section, 
imposing a duty of 20 per cent., in these words: 

“ Slates, roofing slates, and slate pencils.”’ 


I move also to strike out lines one hundred and 
fifty-four, one hundred and fifty-five, and one 
hundred and fifty-six of the twenty-second sec- 
tion, containing the 30 per cent. schedule, in the 
following words: 

« Slate chiinney-pieces, mantels, slabs for tables, and all 


And to insert, after line one hundred and fifty- 
three, in the same section, on the 45th page, the 
following: 


Slates, roofing slates, slate pencils, slate chimney-pieces, 
mantels, slabs for tables, aud all other manufactures of 


Mr. BINGHAM. Whatis the object of that? 
Mr. FOOT. To transfer a portion of these 
articles from the 20 per cent. to the 30 per cent. 


| schedule, and so far forth, the amendment will- 


add to the revenue. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. FOOT I have another like amendment in 
I move to strike 
out lines fifty-eight and fifty-nine in the twentieth 
section, imposing a duty of 20 per cent., in the 
following words: 

‘Marble in the rough or block, unmanufactured, and 
not sawed, squared, dressed, and polished.” 

I move also to strike out lines one hundred and 
seventeen, one hundred and eighteen, and one 
hundred and nineteen, in the twenty-second sec- 
tion, the 30 per cent. schedule, in the following 
words: 

“Manufactures of marble, marble paving tiles, and all 
marble sawed, squared, dressed, or polished, or more ad- 
vanced than the rough block.”’ 

And to insert after line one hundred and sixteen 
of the same section, on the 43d page, the follow- 
ing: 

Marble in the rough or block, manufactures of marble, 


marble paving tiles, and all marble sawed, squared, dressed, 
or polished, or more advanced than the rough block. 


That simply transfers manufactures of marble 
more advanced than the rough from 20 to 30 per 
cent., and will add to the revenue. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 
further amendment, the substitute offered by the 
Senator from Oregon is now before the Senate. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, upon this amend- 
ment I desire to be heard. It is now late in the 
evening. I believe every Senator will bear me 
witness that I have consumed no time of the Sen- 
ate; certainly none upon this bill at any rate; and 
as I have not all my papers here, and as I wish 
to give my views fully upon this measure, I de- 
sire that the Senate will now adjourn, and allow 
me to give my reasons for the amendment I have 
offered, to-morrow morning I therefore move 
that the Senate do now adjourn 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope not. It was spe- 
cifically understood yesterday that the vote should 
be taken to-day. 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 


Mr. LANE. I wish Senators to hear me. I 


| hope the Senate will not require that I shall pro- 


! 





| me to say a word. 
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| he desires to present upon a matter of this import- 


ance 

Mr. MASON. I hope the Senator will allow 

Mr. LANE. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. The Senate probably does not 
recollect, and did nct bear in mind, that the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Oregon, was 
one that could not be entertained until all the 
amendments to the bill had been gone through 
with. He has not deferred his motion until now 
from any choice; but it has been deferred by par- 
liamentary usage. I submit, in all fairness, if he 
does not desire to address the Senate now, whether 
| he ought to be required to speak at this time. I 
| move that the Senate adjourn; and on that motion 
I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Win you withdraw for 
a moment? 

Mr. MASON. Certainly. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I wish to say thatit was 
distinctly stated and understood, yesterday, and 
nobody disagreed on the other side of the Cham- 
ber, that if we adjourned at a certain hour last 
evening, a vote should be takento-night. It was 
stated over and over again, and the understand- 
ing was perfect all over the Chamber, that we 
were to finish this bill to-night. Now, sir, we 
have only nine days of this session left, and we 
have many bills to pass, which will take all our 
time. The Senator from Oregon, in my judgment, 
must do as others have done, and submit to the 
rule that has been applied to our side of the Cham- 
ber, day after day, many a time since I have been 
in the Senate. Frequently, gentlemen have been 
told very kindly that, at this period of the session, 
it was impossible to continue the debate upon a 
a particular bill any longer, and they must go 
through with it; and they have gone through until 
midnight, and spoken at midnight, instead of 
adjourning at half past five o’clock in the after- 
noon. We have not had an evening sitting this 
whole session of Congress, and certainly itis not 
hard to begin now. ; 

Mr. MASON. I shall renew the motion to 
adjourn; but before doing it, beg leave to say that 
if any understanding of that sort was had, it took 
place when | was not in the Senate. 

Mr. BRAGG. Ido not think there was any 
such understanding. I was here. 

Mr. BIGLER. I desire to state that I made 
the pat tem ee ee I repeated it again and again 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion to adjourn. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 
ator from Virginia withdraw his motion? 

Mr. MASON. No, sir; and | ask for the yeas 
and nays on the motion 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Sec- 
| retary proceeded to cali the roll. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas, (when his name 
| was called.) I do not hear any person dispute the 
| agreement that is alleged here, and of course, I 
shall vote in accordance with it. I vote ‘nay.’ 

Mr. LATHAM, (when his name was called.) 

I mean no disrespect to the Senator from Oregon, 








but I know that two or three votes were taken: 


yesterday, and the Senate refused to adjourn, and 
did not adjourn until it was distinctly understood 
that wes ould sit this bill out to-day. I vote 
“nay.” 
|| Mr. BIGLER. 
|| myself, distinctly. 
r. RICE, (when his name was called.) Mr 
President, as I remember the agreement to which 
the Senator from Maine has referred | feel con- 
strained to vote “‘ nay.”’ 
The Secretary concluded the calling of the roll. 
|| Mr HUNTER. As it seems to be admitted 
that there was such an understanding, I change 
my vote to ‘‘nay.”’ I had no recollection of the 
understanding, but | change my vote, as Senators 
say it is so. 


ir.CLINGMAN. Though I was disposed 





I made the statement twice 


ceed this evening with what remarks I desire to || to indulge the Senator from Oregon, I hear from 


make on the amendment that I have proposed to 


| this bill. Itis now late in the evening; and I want 
| sufficient time to give my views in relation to this 


| 


turn the duty, and you get it at half price. At | 


the very time. you want to get it, it will come in. 
The Senator could not have understood an thing 


about this bill, or he would not have made this | 


proposition to amend 


re I am not prepared to do it this evening; 
and I believe the courtesy of an adjournment has 
never been refused to any Senator, especially at 
this time in the afternoon, to afford him an op- 
portunity to be prepared to give the views that 


Senators—I ha pened to be out at the time, and 
did not know of ft—that there was an understand- 
ing that the question should be taken to-day. I 
must vote in the negative. 

Mr. GWIN. I have paired off with the Sen- 
ator from Vermont, [Mr. Cottamer.} 

Mr. HEMPHILL. It appearing that there 
was a distinct understanding that the vote should 
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be taken on the bill this evening, I change my 
vote on this motion. I did not understand it in 
that way at the moment of adjournment yester- | 
day. I vote **nay.’’ 

Mr. POWELL, Senators have spoken of | 
agreements being made here. I should like to 
know with whom? Every Senator who has got 
up on this side declares that he made no such 
agreement. I certainly made none. I therefore 
wish my vote to stand ‘‘yea.’’ Ido not allow 
others to make agreements for me; and if they do, 
I shall not observe them. 

Mr. BRAGG. I was here, and I did not un- 
derstand that any agreement was made. I under- 
stood the Senator from Pennsylvania to say three | 
or four times that some arrangement of that kind 
might be made; but I understood that gentlemen 
on the other side did not accede to it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It was distinetly put to 
that side of the House that we would agree to ad- 
journ at a certain point, provided it was under- | 
stood that the action on this bill was to be finished 
to-day. It was distinctly stated twice; and no | 
objection being made, the ordinary rule applies, | 
I suppose, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. This discus- 
sion is out of order, unless Senators wish to ex- 
plain their votes as they are giving them. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE, I desire to say one word, 
because I took part in this matter. I will just 

ive what was said yesterday. The Senator from 
irginia [Mr. Hunter] moved the 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The Senator | 
from Wisconsin can only proceed by unanimous 
consent. . 

Mr. POWELL. 
allowed to proceed. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. When the Senator from 
Virginia made that motion yesterday, I said: | 

‘Task that the motion to adjourn be withdrawn, in or- | 





I hope the Senator will be | 


der that I may make one word of explanation. Lunderstood || 
the Senator from Pennsylvania (Mr. BroLer] to state that || 


it was universally understood on the other side of the Cham- 
ber that we should come toa vote and finish this bill to- 
morrow. I wish to know, before we adjourn, whether this | 
is the understanding ; because if it is not, we had better sit 
to-night, and go on with the bill. 

“Mr. Bieter. That is the general intention. 

“Mr, Dootirrie. If that is the general understanding, 
Tam willing to consent to an adjournment now.” 


Mr. BINGHAM. The Senator from Califor- 
nia [Mr. Latuam] also made asimilar statement. | 

Mr. BRIGHT. By way of explaining my 
vote, I will state that [ was not present when the 
Senate adjourned yesterday; and, as a matter of 
course, am not bound by any agreement that may 
have been entered into. Though my vote willdo | 
no good, I shall give it in such a way as to entitle | 
the Senator from Oregon to that courtesy which 
has generally been extended to every gentleman | 





of the body, since I have beena member of it, for |) 
the last fourteen years; that is, when he gets up || 


and states that he desires to make a speech in ex- 


planation of a proposition so important as the || 


one that Senator has presented, which is a sub- 
stitute for the entire 
that privilege. I shall vote togive hima privilege 
that I have always given gentlemen on the other 
side of the Chamber, under similar circumstances. 


. L vote ** yea.”’ 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Fitcu.) | 
Before announcing the result, the temporary oc- 
cupant of the chair will say, in his own defense, 
that, although there may have been such an un- 
derstanding between individual Senators, as has 
been alluded to, the Chair was no party to it, and | 
he interrupted discussion, stating Ceverly that | 

, 
U 


00 bargain of the kind could be recognized, and | 
that it was not the subject of any vote. Upon | 
this motion, the yeas are 4, nays 37. 

The yeas and nays were as follows: 

YEAS— Messrs, Bright, Fitch, Green, and Powell —4. 


NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigier, Bingham, Cam- |} 


oe Clark, Clingman, Dixon, Doolittle, Dong- | 
las, 


arkee, Fessenden, Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Har- |! 


lan, Hemphill, Hunter, Johnsen of Arkansas, Johnson of 
Tennessee, Kennedy, King, Latham, Morrill, Nicholson, 
Rice, Sebastian, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, | 
Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson —37. 


So the Senate refused to adjourn, 


Mr. GREEN. I will make this suggestion— 
and if it be not proper to receive it, I will not 
make it—that we now adjourn till seven o’clock. 
{** Oh, no; let us finish the bill - I will simply 
make this remark: the Senator from Oregon has | 
certain notes that he would like-to refer to in 
making his remarks, but they are at his chamber. | 


| Mr. LANE. Iam very much obliged to the 


} 
| Mr. RICE. 


| Mr. LANE. With all due respect to all Sen- 


ill, the Senate gives him |) 
(| number of men. I than 





| Senator from Missouri; he is actuated by that 


feeling of kindness which I never fail to oppre- i] 


ciate; but however anxious I may be, as 
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Mr. BAKER. L ask it from gentlemen on this 


side as a favor to me. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. Letus take a vote, and if 





am, || a majority prefer the recess let us have it. I think 


indeed, to have an opportunity of giving my views | we shall come back refreshed. 


fully on this subject, I ask no favors from the 


| 


Mr. BRIGHT. We cannot take a recess yp- 


Senate that it is not willing to grant. Though I || less by unanimousconsent. Itis against the rule. 


am not fully prepared, though I have not my 


notes, I shall go on now, if the Senate decide that 
_ I must do so, and state the reasons why I shall 
| Vote against the passage of the bill under consid- 


| eration, and the reasons that control me in offer- 


ing the amendment. 

think, Mr. President, that no Senator will 
say that, since I have been a member of this body, 
I have ever, at any time, refused an act of cour- 
tesy to any mands of the Senate. Upon this 
bill I have said not one word; I have offered no 
amendment; I have not interfered at all with the 
deliberations of the Senate upon it. I simply 
| have contented myself by casting my vote when 
| my name was called, according to my judgment. 
Now, sir, as the Senate has decided that I shall 
not have time to prepare to speak on this matter, 
as I should like to do, to-morrow morning, I will 
»roceed with what I have to say on the bill we 
have had under consideration for several days 
past. I may as well say, right here, that I do 
not profess to understand it very well, for it isa 
very long and complicated bill; but I have en- 
| deavored to study it, and to make myself as well 


| had to consider it. 

Will my friend yield to me one 
moment? This discussion is unpleasant. There 
| seems to be an unpleasant feeling on this matter. 
, I am sure no Senator on this floor desired to with- 
hold the common courtesy due to another in the 
| vote that has just beengiven. I didnot; butmy 
| understanding yesterday was clear in regard to 
the course that we should pursue, as stated by 
the Senator from Maine; and I merely rise now 
for the purpose of suggesting that this matter be 
amicably arranged by taking a recess until seven 
o’clock. 


Mr.BAKER. Allow me to interrupt the Sen- 
ator from Oregon a moment. 


| 
| Mr. LANE. I thank my friend very much—— 


ators who would like to interfere—and I am sure 


there will be no want of courtesy on my part— 


| I desire it to be understood now distinctly that I 


| ask no favors; I want none; but I want to be per- 
mitted to go on, and to be let alone while I am 
going on. [**Go on.”’ 

Mr. President, the bill now under considera- 
tion, as I have looked at it, is not the kind of bill 
that, in my judgment, we ought to pass at such 
atime asthis. This bill, Mr. President 

Mr. LATHAM. Let us take a recess until 
seven o’clock. 

Mr. LANE. If that is considered a courtesy 
to me, I cannot consent. I ask no favor of any 
Senator, or of the body—of one man, or any 

k God that up to this age 
—and that is not very germane to the matter under 
consideration—I have never seen the time when 
I would ask as a favor that which would not be 
extended to me from considerations of justice. 
Without the preparation I had made on this sub- 
ject, it cannot be expected that I sis!! go on with 
the method that I hoped to pursue in discussing 
this matter. 

Mr. BAKER. Will the Senator allow me a 
, moment? I should feel very much pleased if the 
| Senate would adjourn to seven o’clock. I think 

itis due to the gentleman; and there are many rea- 

sons why that ought to be done, I think. I would 
| go further, but there are political reasons, in my 
| jadgment, why we cannot lose a day. I trust 

gentlemen on all sides will appreeiate that. 1 
move that we take a recess Lott gates o’clock. 





Several Senators. Say half past seven. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Sen- 


| 
| Mr. BAKER. Well, half past seven. 
| ator make a motion for a recess? 

1 


Mr. BAKER. Yes, sir; until half past seven 
o’clock. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I hope not. 

Mr. LANE. I would rather not have any ad- 
journment, unless Senators can agree to it cheer- 


fully and willingly. As I said before, it would 


| grieve me to have anybody do anything on my 


account unwillingly. 


acquainted with it as I could, in the time we have 





a. 





The PRESIDING OFFICER, Objection be- 
ing interposed, the Chair will not entertain the 
motion; but he was not aware before that there 
was any rule to prevent it. 

Mr. HARLAN, I ask that the rule be read 
which prevents the Senate from taking a recess, 

Mr. HUNTER. Itisso. It is hardly worth 
while to take time to read it. It is a change of 
rule,and you cannot change a rule without giving 
one day’s notice. Youcan only take a recess by 
unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator 
from Oregon has the floor. 

Mr. LANE. Mr. President, the bill which we 
have been considering for several days is, in my 
opinion, such a billas ought not to pass Congress 
at this session. It is inaugurating a tariff polic 
that I regard as very unfortunate. Ata time like 
this, it appears to me that every patriot, that 
every statesman, that every good man from every 
portion of this country, should desire to concili- 
ate and to produce harmony in a distracted coun- 
try,and not to heap coals upona burning fire; to 
do all that he can, consistent with duty, to restore 
confidence and good feeling and friendship in a 
country where these feelings do’ not now exist, 
and where, for good reasons, they are likely not 
to exist. 

The party that has had charge of this bill; that 
has made all the arrangements that are spoken 
of; that has brought it into the Senate; that has 
taken charge of it from the time it came into the 
Senate from the House of Representatives, and 
has consumed the time of the Senate in offering 
and explaining amendments; and, after having 
consumed nearly the whole time for three or four 
days, now refuse to give a single hour for a man 
to prepare to give his views in relation to the 
matter—that is the party that has brought upon the 
country the trouble that prevails to-day. They 
are wholly responsible for this billin both Houses 
of Congress. It is an unfair bill; an unjust bill; 
a bill got up for the protection of certain interests 
at the expense of a large majnnry of the laborers, 
farmers, and mechanics of the country; a bill that 
provides for taxing the people whom I represent, 
away out on the Pacific, for the benefit of fishing 
interests in Massachusetts. It is a bill that will 
collect from the hard-laboring people of the coun- 
try $600,000, to be turned away from the Treas- 
ury into the hands of certain fishermen in Mas- 
sachusetts, Maine, and Rhode Island, taxing the 
whole country outside of that small portion of 
the Union for their particular benefit. 

It does not stop there. .It provides for taxing 
the people of the country for the benefit of the 
manufacturing interests, for the benefit of capital, 
for the purpose of making the rich richer, and if 
possible, grinding the poor harder and harder, 
and driving them deeper and deeper into the dust. 
That is the object of the bill, as 1 understand, and 
it is not calculated to restore confidence in the 
country. Itis not calculated to give peace, but 
to widen the breach that they themselves have 
inaugurated in the country, by their disregard of 
the Constitution, by their disregard of its provis- 
ions, by their disregard of equality, of right, and 
of justice. By this course of theirs, they have 
brought about, even now, a dissolution of the 
Union. They have forced six States from the 
Union, and as the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 


Mason] well stated to-day, the seventh is already 


going out of the Union, because of the policy. in 
defiance of the neers spenensal by asec- 
tional ty, upon a platform of principles, every 
one of which ee with the Conatitution of 
the United States, every one of which conflicts 
with the principles of equality, justice, and right. 

Now, sir, instead of giving assurance to those 
States that they have driven from us, instead of 
doing anything to bring them back, or to prevent 
others from going, what do they propose’ Here 
I will state—I may as well mention it right here— 
that the spirit of dissolution is not yet dead; it has 
not subsided. A number of States have gone out, 
and a state of things is now pending in this coun- 


try that will make it the duty of North Carolina, 
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of Virginia, and of Tennessee, the Senator from 
that State to the contrary notwithstanding, to de- 
termine very,soon which side of the very import- 
ant question they will take. 

The question will be presented to them in less 
than three months from to-day, directly, will you | 
go with the South, and defend your own rights, | 
or will you take part with the Republican party, | 
a party that is soon to be inaugurated with all 
the powers of this Government to crush out your | 
portion of our country; to crush out, to conquer, | 
to subjugate, to destroy the States that have sep- | 
arated from the Union? The question presented | 
to them will be, ‘‘ will youstand with those States, 
or will you go with the incoming Administration 
to destroy them?’? When this question shall be 
directly presented, who can doubt the action of 
the States that I have mentioned? Their Senators 
and their members of the House of Representa- 





| 
| 





tives may pone that those States will not go || 
1 


out; but when that choice shal] be presented to | 
them, allow me to say to you that — can never 
separate the slaveholding States. They will not 
hesitate to choose which way they will go. 
There is no mistaking the policy which is fore- 
shadowed by the incoming Administration, and | 
there is no mistaking the policy of its friends 
here. ‘They mean coercion; they mean to enforce 
the Federal laws; they mean to collect the reve- 
nue; they intend to carry on a policy that will in- 
augurate in this country a civil war, an internecine 
war, a war that will drench these States with 
blood. Though they intend this policy of coer- 
cion; though they intend to replenish the Treas- 
ury by the passage of a law like that on your 
table, for subjugating a portion of the States of 
this country, there are some here who cannot see 
the danger, who encourage these gentlemen that 
intend to involve the country in all that is terrible, 
in carrying out the policy they have inaugurated. 
The amendment which I propose as a substi- 
tute for this bill, reénacts the tariff law of 1846. 
That was a revenue law, as the Senator from 
California well said, under which we raised an | 
abundance of money. The revenue was amply 
sufficient for defraying the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment. Indeed, there was a surplus under its 
operation, which made it necessary, as some gen- 
tlemen believed, to reduce the tariff; and the then 
Secretary of the Treasury believed that the rev- 
enue that was collected under it was more than 
was necessary for Government purposes. Hence 
the revenue a of 1857; and now this amend- 
ment that I propose reénacts the tariff law of 1846. 
It reénacts that law, with a few additions and 
amendments. It provides for a reduction of sched- 
ules A, B, and C. In the act of 1846, the duties 
in schedule A were 100 per cent., on schedule B | 
40 per cent., and on schedule C 30 percent. My 
amendment reduces them all, as they now are in 
the law of 1857, to 30 per cent.; and it continues 
in force the act of Congress amending this tariff 
law of 1846, establishing the warehouse system. 
It continues in force the fifth section of the act of 
1857—a provision necessary for the protection of 
the revenue, for the protection of the Treasury, 
and for the protection of the importer. Theamend- 
ment I introduce, therefore, is one that is not com- 
plicated; it is not a bill that there is any difficulty 
in understanding. It reénacts g law that is well 
understood by everybody in the country, one un- 
der which we lived from 1846 to 1857, and which 
afforded all the revenue that we needed, and more 
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the law of 1846, reducing the duties on schedules | league, who for a long time was Presiding Officer 
A, B, and C, down to the present revenue stand- || of this body, were very much mistaken. A short 
ard, or that “eater by the act of 1857, continu- |! time since, myself being in the chair, we were told 
ing the warehouse system, and continuing in force || arecess could not be taken except by unanimous 
the fifth section of the act of 1857, will be adopted. || consent, and the Senator from Virginia corrob- 
If you will do that, sir, you will have made such || orated the statement; and an objection being made, 
a law as will replenish the a If you are | of course it was not put. 
determined on war, I believe it will furnish the || Mr. HUNTER. There is no rule for taking a 
means for that. Uf it is war, or coercion, or the || recess. A motion to take a recess is an addition 
execution of the laws outside of this country, that || to the rule; but, to take it in another way, no res- 
you aim at, you will be more liable to get it under || olution or motion can be offered and acted on 
the amendment I have proposed than under the || upon the same day, if there is a single objection. 
bill you are now considering. || This is certainly a motion; and being objected to, 
I hope the Senate will not get tired; for I am || it cannot be acted on on the same day it is made. 
very much ata loss for the want of some prepara- || Mr.GREEN. There is no metion to change 
tion I had made on this subject. I have sent for || the rule. 
my. papers. I hope to get them soon; and until Mr. HUNTER. It cannot be acted on if there 
they do come, I hope the Senate will not tire if [ || is a single objection. 
do not go along and talk to the subject asI would || Mr. FESSENDEN. It is a mation, and can- 
if | had my papers here. | not be acted on if any Senator objects to it. 
Mr. GRIMES. We are patient. | Mr.GREEN. Any person can move to adjourn 
Mr. LANE. Mr. President, with all good feel- } to a special hour or take a recess. 
ing towards everybody in the Senate; with the | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
kindest feeling towards every person in this coun- || derstands that one objection would carry a reso- 
try; with the strong desire that has influenced || lution over, but understands this is a motion that 











than was necessary for Government purposes. If 
I have looked at this thing.arfght, the law, as it 
stood in 1846, is a very much better law, a very 
much better revenue law, and affords all the pro- 
tection incidental to any revenue law, any tariff 
law, which can be expected by the manufactur- 
ing interests of the country. The country was 
pecapernes and happy during the existence of that 
tariff; and I feel certain, if Senators now desire a 
revenue law, that the tariff of 1846 is a very much 
better one than the bill that we have been consid- 
ering fora number of days. Everybody would 
be very much better satisfied with that. 
body would understand it better. The country 
would be happier under it. We would be more 
likely, under its provisions, to give peace to the 
country, or, at any rate, to promote confidence in 
the country. 

With these views and these opinions on this 
subject, | hope, when the vote is taken, that the 


Every- | 


every act of my life to promote the common wel- 
fare of our common country; having, as I under- 
stand it, stood square upon the Constitution ever 
since I have been in public life, urging, begging, 
pleading with oe for justice to prevail in 
the country, that equality be maintained, that 
every man of every State of the Union be allowed 
his rights under the Constitution equal with every 
other in the common territory, on the high seas, 
and wherever the jurisdiction of our Government 
extended; with all these feelings of kindness to- 
wards my fellow-men, more eee towards 
my peers, and with this strong desire to promote 
the welfare and happiness of our country, there 
are some—very few, I am proud to say—that have 
said—I suppose none of them believe 1t—that even 
I, who have stood firmly by the right; who have 
urged the Constitution; who have pleaded for 
equality; who have begged that justice should be 
extended to every portion of our country, without 
reference to locality—there are some that, even 
under their oath, have charged treason upon me. 
When that charge came, when I found that aman, 
upon his affidavit, had charged treason upon me, 
I was willing to look over my whole life. I took 
a review of my whole career; 1 went back to my 
boyhood; 1 foHowed my actions through my pri- 
vate and official life, and I could find nothing in 
my conscience that justified such a charge. 

Mr. BAKER. Thope the Senator will allow 
meamoment. Mr. President, I shall renew my 
motion to take a recess until half past seven 
o’clock. The Vice President assures me there is 
no such rule as the one suggested; and I feel ex- 
ceedingly uncomfortable on this subject. I think 
my colleague ought to be allowed to have his 
notes, and ought, as perhaps he will not have a 
chance to address the Senate again, to be allowed 
time. I feel very unpleasant personally about this 
matter. I have no other motive than that in the 
world; and if the rule be as the Vice President 
assures me it is,and notas I am told on the other 
side, 1 hope the Senate will take a recess until 
half past seven o’clock. We shall have a quorum 
then as well as now. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. 

Mr. BAKER. 
upon it. 

Mr. RICE. Will the Senator from Oregon 
permit me toask him whether it is parliamentary 
thus to introduce the name and opinion of the 
Vice President, and to add the weight of that 
distinguished officer’s authority in the decision 
of this question? 

Mr. BAKER. It is not right, you say? Well, 
if itis not, I take it all back. That is all I cando. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Crarx in 
the chair.) It is moved by the Senator from Ore- 
gon that the Senate take a recess until half past 
seven o’clock. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I object; and I understand 
one objection is sufficient to prevent its consider- 
ation. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair un- 
derstands there is no such rule; that one objec- 
tion will not preventits consideration. The Chair 
thinks the Senate can take a recess upon motion. 

Mr. FITCH. If there is no such rule, the Sen- 


I object to it. 
I call for the yeas and nays 


substitute I have offered for this bill, reénacting !! ator from Virginia (Mr. Hunter} and my col- 











would not be carried over by a single objection. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The same rule exactly 
that applies to resolutions applies to motions. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair 
does not so understand it. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It cannot be put in any 
other shape. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will 
put the question on the motion of the Senator from 
Oregon, unless an appeal is taken from the de- 
cision of the Chair. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. It makes no difference 


| about taking an appeal from the decision. I will 
| ask for the yeas and nays on the motion. 


Mr. GREEN. Oh, no. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Yes, I will. I want Sen- 
ators to keep to their engagements. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If the Senator chooses 
to make his speech on some other matter, and will 


| let us take a vote on this bill, I suppose we could 


come to some understanding on that point. 

Mr. GREEN. I must make one remark in 
reply. The Senator from Maine says he wants 
Senators to keep their engagements. I want him 
distinctly to understand that I made no engage- 
ment, by implication or otherwise; and he shall 
not throw any imputation of that sort upon me. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I did not speak of the 


| gentleman, particularly; but I spoke of that side 


of the House. We adjourned in that situation, 
and I take it out of their own mouths. They so 
understood it, as they have testified on this floor. 
_ Mr.GREEN. The Senator cannot throw any 
imputation on me. 

Mr. FITCH. I wish to correct the Senator 
from Maine. There was no understanding. The 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Doo.itrrve] and 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Bieer,} 
both in favor of the bill, agreed to a bargain be- 
tween themselves; and I then being the occupant of 
the chair, interrupted the debate, and stated that 
it was a bargain or understanding which could 
not be the subject of a motion or a vote. 

Mr. FESSENDEN, That is true; it cannot 
be the subject of a vote; but there was an under- 
standing. 

Mr. FITCH. That was the last reference made 


| to the subject. 


Mr. BRAGG. The Senate adjourned imme- 
diately afterward. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Does it appear on the 
record? 

Mr. FITCH. Yes, sir; here it is: 

“The Presipinc Orricer. That cannot be the subject 


of any motion or vote by the Senate. The question is on 
the motion that the Senate adjourn.” 


And that motion was put; and the Senate ad- 
journed. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That, in my judgment, 
amounts to nothing. 

Mr. FITCH. It shows there was no under- 
standing. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. It shows no such thing. 
Of course it was not made as a motion; but it was 
addressed to the other side; and what the Chair 
said on the subject, although he stated correctly 
that it could not be the subject of a motion, had 


| nothing to do with the understanding 
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was or was not an agreement, I think there was an 
understanding, and itought to be carried out; and | 
that means, we shall take the vote on this bill | 
to-night. It means nothing more. If we should 
take a recess, there will be no difficulty in having 
a quorum here after the Senator from Oregon has | 


concluded his remarks; and although it may give | 


gentlemen a little trouble to come here when they | 
would not do it otherwise, I do not think itis very 
much for me to ask, as a matter of courtesy, and 
under very peculiar circumstances; nordo | think, 
to-morrow morning any Senator will feel that the 
interest of the country has been hazarded by tak- 
ing a little extra rentie to extend a courtesy toa 
pane who is not going to be here very long. 
f that Senator would certainly have another op- 
mop to say what he desires, I would not vio- 
ate the wishes of my friends here. As it is, I | 


| | 


il 
1} 





j 
| 


think we shall find that no man or any public | 


body loses anything by paying some respect to 
the common courtesies of deliberative bodies. 
Mr. LATHAM. Mr. President 
Mr. BIGLER. 
me a word. 


Mr. LATHAM. 





I want to say a word, be- 


cause magna pars fui, so far as this question was | 


concerned, I understood distinctly, as the record 


will show, that we were to dispose of this bill to- | 


day. I made a speech against the adjournment 
yesterday. I wanted to sit it outthen. I think 
neither the Senator from Indiana, [Mr. Fircn,] 
nor his colleague, [Mr. Bricut,] nor the Senator 
from Missouri, [Mr. Green,] were in their seats 
wae that understanding washad. Wehad barely 

uorum present. It was with the utmost diffi- 
aah » whenever a division was called, that we 
could’ get enough Senators to constitute a quorum 
to carry on the business. I wanted to go on and 
dispose of the bill last night; but then a sugges- 
tion was made—I do not recollect by whom—that 
we should finish this bill to-day, and nobody 
objected to it. I afterwards, with that under- 
standing, voted for an adjournment, after having 
previously stated that I would not vote for an 
adjournment unless it was distinctly understood 
that we should either finish the bill yesterday or 
to-day. 

Mr. BIGLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GREEN. As a personal matter, I wish 
to make an explanation. 

Mr. BIGLER. That is just what I want to do. 

Mr. GREEN. I made that statement when I 
made my motion; and the Senate voted it down; | 
but when we subsequently adjourned, there was 
no such understanding. 

Mr. GRIMES. I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. BIGLER. I have repeatedly tried to obtain 
the floor; because I initiated this proceeding, and 
I want to explain. 1 am sure the Senator from 
Oregon knows that I am incapable of a want of 
courtesy to him; but I will state just what oc- 
curred. The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Bay- 
ARD] came to me about four o’clock, and said it 
was absolutely necessary for him to leave the 
Chamber; that he could not stay to vote finally on 
the bill; and he was anxious that some arrange- 
ment should be made by which the bill should not 
be pressed to a final vote yesterday, but would | 
agree that it should be voted on to-day. ae 
around among Senators on both sides, I state 
what the Senator from Delaware had said; and 
then I took the floor and made thestatement which 
I will read: 

“T do not rise to offer an amendment, but I desire to 
make a general statement in reference to the progress of 
this bill; and, so far as I understood Senators, I think it 
will be agreed to. Wehave now pursued it diligently for 
some days, and we must dispose of it ina shorttime. I sug- 
gest that, by common consent, it be understood that we 
shall vote on this bill finally to-morrow. There are one or 
two Senators here who are under pressing engagements to 
leave the Chamber in a few minutes—engagements that I 
wee required to consider—and it is important to them to 

that no attempt will be made to press the bill to a 
—y fa this evening; but there seems to be universal 
consent that the vote shall be taken to-morrow. Is there 
any objection ?”” 

I heard not an objection anywhere. At that 
instant the Senator from Indiana, (Mr. Fircn,} 
being in the chair, said that that could not be made 
the subject of a vote. That is what occurred. 
There was not a word said against it. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I desire to say a single 
word. When the motion foran adjournment was 
made by Mr. Hunrerythat there might be no 


I hope the Senator wil] allow | 








| 


| 





|| Breer affirmed that it was. 





misunderstanding, 


I appealed to that side of the 
Senate again to 


‘now whether that was the un- 
derstanding. No one said that it was not. Mr. 
I then stated that, 
| with that understanding, I would consent to an 
| adjournment; otherwise, we, who were in a ma- 
| jority, would have voted down the adjournment. 
There was an adjournment with that understand- 
ing. It is true that the Chair remarked it could 
not be the subject of a motion; nor can it; for we 
have no previous question in the Senate, and can- 
noteut off debate. I asked that question whilea 
motion was pending that we should adjourn; and 
| the vote which was given on the motion to adjourn 
was upon the understanding asstated by the Sen- 
ator from California, [Mr. Raoul Such, cer- 


Mr. GREEN. The motion made by the Sen- 
ator from Oregon does not involve any of this 


debate. I am “willing that the final vote shall be 


|| taken to-night; but the question now before the 
| Senate is on the recess, and does not involve this 


matter. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. 
quorum? 

Mr. GREEN. 

Mr. RICE. I will be here. 

Mr. GREEN. I think we shall all be here 
All those who attend to their duties will be here; 
and those who are not here will be responsible to 
their constituents. 

Mr. BAKER. I shall feel, Mr. President, that 
the gentlemen on the other side of the Chamber, 
whom I am endeavoring to assist, would not be 
treating me with kindness if they did not come 
back and form a quorum. 

Mr. GREEN. We will come back. 

Mr. BAKER. If the motion is agreed to, 
= take a recess, 1 am sure they will come 

ac 

Mr. LATHAM. I think if we do not take a 
recess, and the discussion continues, that we shall 
find ourselves, when we come to the final vote, 
without a quorum, and then we shall be compelléd 
to adjourn. I hope the Senate will sit here, if 
necessary, until to-morrow, in order to finish this 
bill, although I am in favor ‘of a recess for a short 
time. 

Mr. BIGLER. I have no objection to a recess, 
if it is understood that Senators on the other side 
will come back. 

Mr. GREEN. _I will come back. 

Mr. LATHAM. We will all come back. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I object entirely. LIask, 
respectfully, of the friends of this bill, that they 
will carry out the engagement into which they 
entered, notwithstanding that the Senator from 
Oregon ‘[Mr. Baker] chooses to imagine that it 
is not courteous. I believe I have been here some 
eight years, and I am not aware that I have ever 
been accused of a want of courtesy and proper | 
treatment of Senators on both sides of the seer | 
ber, or refusing anything that ought to be granted. | 
But, sir, we bad a distinct understanding and | 
agreement that this bill should be closed to- gots 
and we believe if we attempt to have a recess now, 
it will not be closed to-night. That is my objec- 
tion. I believe the majority of us on this side of 
the Chamber are canes sufficient judges, each 
for himself, of the degree of courtesy which it is 
necessary for him to exercise, from his experience 
in this Chamber, of what is granted. 

Now, sir, that is talked about as if it were a 
new practice. Over and over and over again, have 
1 sul etier gentlemen been compelled to go on at 
a very much earlier day in the session, in order 
to pass a bill, without any consideration of this 
'| kind, for a very good reason: because it was ne- 
|| cessary to get through with it. I tell you, if you 
mean to close the business of this session, you 
must get through this bill to-night, and we must 
sit up to do it. If you do not mean to close it, 
very well; you can adjourn, or have a recess, or 
anything else. 1 have done my duty, and wash 
my hands of the responsibilit 

he PRESIDIN OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Oregon, that 
the Senate take a recess until half past seven 
o’clock. 

Mr. BAKER. I will say eight o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. What do Iun- 
derstand to be the motion of the Senator? 

Mr. BAKER. Until eight o’clock. [** Oh, 


Is it not a question of a 


I think not. 


ss ciciadinasi dike aaeaneenaditiieds oma an BN alka eee daiaeeee 
tainly was my understanding, and ae the wn- 
derstanding on this side of the Chamber. 
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Mr. BAKER. As tothieg question whether there T 
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no. Thaw no « I have no choice as to the hour. 
stand at half past seven. 

Mr. HUNTER. Until half past seven will only 
give us one hour. It is now half past six 

Mr. GREEN. That is long enough. 

Mr. HUNTER. Oh, no; it is not. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from Oregon 
that the Senate take a recess until half past seven 
° bsg 

HUNTER. I suggest eight o’clock, 
Until half past seven would only give us an hour, 
and we could not go home and come back in that 
time. 

Mr. RICE. Iam in favor of the motion; but 
I cannot vote for it unless by the consent of the 
other side of the chamber. 

— BIGLER. Well, I will not vote for it, 
either 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I wish to say one word, 
There was a fair understanding yesterday, in my 
opinion, that we would take the vote to-day, | 
am against the bill, but I am for carrying out the 
understanding; and I think the best way is to 
take no recess, but sit here until this bill is either 
defeated or passed. That is my conviction, from 
experience here. 

he question oeing taken by yeas and -nays, 
resulted—yeas 10, nays 28; as follows 


YEAS—Messts. Baker, Bragg, Fitch, Green, Hemphill 
Johnson of Tennessee, Latham, Nicholson, Pearce, an 
Powell—10. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Bigler, Bingham, Cameron, 
Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, Douglas, Durkee, Fessenden, 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, Johnson of Arkansas. 
Kennedy, King, Morrill, Rice, Seward, Simmons, Sumner, 
Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, and Wilson—28, 


So the Senate refused to take a recess. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
recurs on the amendment of the Senator from 
Oregon as a substitute for the bill. 

r. LANE. I will go on with the remarks 
that 1 have made up my mind to make, though I 
have not now the arrangement that I have pre- 
pared. I had to send to my room for my papers; 
and instead of their coming up in order as I had 
arranged them, they are all ‘confused. I have not 
now the arrangement as complete as I had; but 
as it is the pleasure of the Senate that I shall speak 
now, I hope they will not tire. I shall proceed 
to give my views upon matters that I had arranged 
in my mind, and that I had arranged upon papers, 
not only upon the question of the tariff, but upon 
all other questions. I had prepared to give my 
views fully upon the question of secession. 

Sir, I believe in the right of secession. [ be- 
lieve if that right had been conceded; if it had 
been acknowled ed; if it had been provided, if 
you please, in the Constitution, that, whenever 
the powers of this Government should be sub- 
verted, or used to the oppression of the States, 
they having the right to judge,.they should be 
permitted to withdraw from this Union, there 
would to-day have been xo disunion. If that had 
es the understanding by ali the people of this 
country, then the cause of secession never would 
have been perpetrated. The northern section of 
ourcountry would have been careful. They would 
not have violated the rights of the States. They 
would not have subverted the powers conferred 
upon the Government. They never would have 
refused justice to all the States; and to-day we 
should have had a happy and prosperous people. 

But, sir, there isa large party in this country, em- 
bracing almost the entire northern portion of the 
country, who hold that this is one great consoli- 
dated Government—a national Government; that 
all power is in this Government, and that ‘who- 
ever has control of it can use it to the ore 
of those whom they choose to oppress; that they 
can administer justice to one portion, and refuse 
equality to another, and nobody has the right to 
complain. I have different opinions of our Gov- 
ernment. Our Government, as I understand it, 
and as I have said before on this floor, is a Gov- 
ernment created by the States. The States made 
this Government for their use, for their protec- 
tion, for the promotion of their happiness, for 
their security, for the protection of all interests; 
and while this Government, this agent created by 
the States, shall be used for the legitimate pur- 

ses for which it was created, then, sir, we shall 


= a happy count Bat 
WILSON. Will the Senator from Oregon 
yield to me a moment? 


Let it 
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Mr. LANE. Yes, sir; I am willing to yield; 
for | intend to talk here all night, unless the Sen- 
ate shali choose sooner to adjourn; and I do not 
care how many interruptions may be made. I da 
not care whether the Senate a — ornot. I 
am going to talk till i get through. < 

Mr. WILSON. I want to make a suggestion 
1 think, from the 
course of his remarks, that he is speaking on the 
general question of political affairs more than 
aipon the question of the tariff. Now, I desire to 
make this suggestion to him: whether we could 
not take a vote on the tariff question to-night, and 
agree to hold an evening session to-morrow. We 
could take up the question of the President’s mes- 
sage to-morrow evening, and he can make his 
speech upon it, and give some of the rest of us, 
who desire to do so, an opportunity to make 
speeches on that occasion. 

Mr. LANE. Iam talking now of the state of 
the Union generally, and the finances in particu- 


lar. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Will the Sen- 
ator from Oregon allow me to interrupt him a 
moment? 

Mr. LANE. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I do not like 
the way in which the Senator says ‘‘ Oh, cer- 
tainly.”” I am sure the Senator from Oregon 
would not say an unkind thing to me. 

Mr. LAN I certainly never would do so, 
intentionally, 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Then, sir, I 
wish to make this remark: I adhere of course to 
agreements that are made here. Every one else 
does so upon this side, and I have no complaint 
to make on that point of the other side. A ques- 
tion was made here about an adjournment and a 
recess, against both of which I chose to vote, in 
deference to that agreement. I had no idea that 
the Senator from Oregon really intended to make 
a speech except upon the tariff. I voted against 
both of these motions, although I am sincerely his 
friend; one who admires him; one who believes 
that he is a man living north of Mason & Dix- 
on’s line who pursues no other than a patriotic 
course, from patriotic motives. That has been 
my feeling. 1 find, however, that he desires to 
speak on a subject which connects itself with the 
business that was under consideration here a few 
days since, and it is in this light that I desire to 
make a suggestion to the Senate. It seems to me, 
the Senator certainly must be under the impres- 
sion that the floor is held from him on a subject 
in which he feels somewhat personally affected, 
if not aggrieved; that he is being kept from a hear- 
ing on that subject; and, in the exercise of his 
senatorial right—to speak upon any bill—he 
chooses to make his remarks on the present bill, 
in order to place himself right before the country. 
Am I wrong, or not? If this is so, and I think 
he has indicated to us that that is the motive 
which influences him, I think that other agree- 
ments here should be waived in order to reach a 
point like that. I am sure neither side of the Sen- 
ate would for one instant deny him the chance of 
having a full opportunity of speaking on that 
subject. 

It seems to me, this whole difficulty can be 
accommodated; and, therefore, I wish to make a 
further suggestion. The Senator from Massa- 
chusetts, (Mr. Wirsow,] who, in our intercourse 
here and upon the Committee on Military Affairs, 
in which I have been serving with him, I have 
never known to do an illiberal act, has robably 
never thought of the obstructions which he had 
placed in the way of the Senator from Oregon, 
who felt himself entitled to a hearing, but could 
not get it, ot to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts deferring his remarks on the consideration 
of those bills. I have thought, therefore, it would 
be as well for me to suggest now to the Senator 
from Massachusetts to give the floor to the Sen- 
ator from Oregon at the time it is appointed to 
take up the President’s message, and that the 
Senator from Oregon will suffer us to go on and 
dispose of this bill, in accordance with the agree- 
ment that it should be disposed of to-night. ‘The 
Senator from Massachusetts can obtain the floor 
hereafter on that subject. 

Mr.GREEN, The Senator says there was an 
agreement. There never was one. 

. Mr. WILSON. I will merely say—andI say 
it in all sincerity—that I have not yielded the 








floor, and not moved the postponement of the 
consideration of that question upon which I had 
| the floor, in order to keep the Senator from Ore- 
| gon from speaking. I have been forced to do it 
| contrary tomy own wishes—for I wanted tospeak 
| upon the subject—by the pressure of business, and 
| by the universal wish of my friends here. I have 


OBE. 


| 


| 
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| speeches, very well. 
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evening session to-morrow at seven o'clock, so 
as to give myself, and one or two others who 
desire to speak, an opportunity to do so. If 
anybody should choose to come to hear those 





Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I will say to 
the Senator from Oregon that I do not think any- 


| the floor for to-morrow, at one o’clock; but I || thing could be fairer than that. 


| know I cannot proceed with my speech at that || 


Mr. LANE. I did not hear the proposition. 


| time without going contrary to the wishes ofevery || T was talking to a gentleman at the time. 
1 


| man on my side of the Chamber. They say we 
| must attend to this important business. My prop- 
| osition was this: that the Senator from Oregon, 
| who is now making a speech on the general poli- 
tics of the country, shall allow us to come to a 
vote upon this tariff bill; and that, by common 
| consent, the Senate to-morrow take a recess—say 
| until seven o’clock—and let the Senator come here 
| and have the floor first. I will not take the floor 
| from him. I will call up the question of the Pres- 
| ident’s message, and let him take the floor, and 
| I will go on after him, if I can do so. 

| Mr. GREEN. If it is understood the Senator 
| can go on at one o’clock, I will agree to it; not 
otherwise. 


Mr. WILSON. There is an important bill— 
the miscellaneous appropriation bill—fixed for to- 
morrow at one o’clock; and I know the Senator 
from Maine will press its consideration; but, so 
far as I am concerned, [ will yield the floor at 
one o’clock. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Mr. President, 
I expected from the Senator from Massachusetts 
exactly as liberal a declaration as his last words 
imply; and I have no question, when the matter 
is put to each Senator on the other side, that there 
will be conceded to any member on this floor a 
full right to have a hearing. I know how it has 
been with the Senator from Oregon; and I know 
how it has been with others on my own side; for, 
as the matter now stands, there is a good deai of 
division, not only here, but on the other side; but 
still every one is willing that debate shall have 
free course and a fair show. It will not be denied 
by any one, that the Senator from Massachusetts 
has held the floor, and has held it in a way that 
the Senator from Oregon thought was oppressive 
upon him. He considered that it should have 
been conceded to him in the first place; not that 
1 would imply that the person who occupied the 
Chair (for do not know who it was) intended 
anything of the sort; but it has so happened. 

heSenator from Massachusetts has of course 
steadily conceded to his side, to the oppression of 
a aaa on this side of the Chamber, and it has 
been with much modesty that I have made the 
suggestion on this subject. I think the Senator 
should have a hearing. As to deferring it until 
seven o’clock, why, of course, you had just as 
well take itnow. Under these circumstances, I 
suggest to the Senate itself, that there should be 
a fair hearing on this subject. I am perfectly 
willing to give it. Iam satisfied that the Senator 


would not object to giving it himself. I believe 
he would. I think, as that discussion has been 
upon a higher question than one of dollars and 


cents—the question of the tariff—it en 


not be intended to deny the Senator a fair hearing 
upon itin any respect; and then the tariff bill can 
be passed to-night, if the Senate will show that 
just liberality which it has hitherto shown to 
every Senator. 

Mr. WILSON I say to the Senator from Ark- 
ansas that, until a day or twoago, when I moved 
to put off the question of the President’s message 
until yesterday—and then I proposed to put the 

uestion over until Thursday—lI had no idea that 
the Senator from Oregon had any fecling that I 
was keeping him from the floor. I say, sir, in 
the utmost sincerity, that I had no intention todo 
so, and no disposition to act with discourtesy or 
unkindness towards any Senator. 

_ Now, sir, a single word further.. My proposi- 
tion was this: that we go on with the tariff bill 
to-night; vote upon it, and have an —t ses- 


sion to-morrow night. The Senator, if he desires | 


it, will then have time to 
arrange everything to suit himself. Let us go on 
and vote upon this tariff bill to-night; and to- 
morrow, at one o’clock, so far as I am concerned 
—I cannot govern the Senate—I will yield the 
floor to him. -Then I should like, if the Senate 
would gratify me in that particular, to have an 


et his notes, and to | 
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to whom the Senator from Oregon intends to reply, | 














Mr. JOHNSON, df Arkansas. I hope the Sen- 


|| ator from Massachusetts will explain it again. 


Mr. WILSON. What I say is this: I cannot 
bind the Senate to take up the question to-mor- 
row at one o’clock, on which I had the floor; but 
I will say to the Senator from Oregon that, so far 
as [ am concerned, I will yield the floor to him 
first, and will consent to follow him. If the Sen- 
ate choose to let him have the floor to-morrow at 
one o’clock, very well. All 1 ask is, that if they 
do so, they will agree to have an evening session 
and give me the privilege of speaking in the even- 


ing. 

‘Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I hope that 
will be accepted. 

Mr. POWELL. I wish to say one word upon 
this matter of agreement. I was _n the Senate 
Chamber when the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
the Senator from Wisconsin, and others, spoke of 
the agreement to take a vote on the tariff to-day. 
I was no party to that agreement. I stated dis- 
tinctly in my seat, so that those who sat near me 
could hear, and addressed myself particularly to 
the Senator from Missouri, Mr REEN,] that I 
would not make any such agreement. I did ad- 
dress the Chair to make that statement; but I 
stated it distinctly to the Senator from Missouri; 
and in reply to me, he said he would not. I make 
this statement in order that the Senate may know 
that I could not be a party to an agreement which 
I made, and then refuse to abidé by it; and I will 
say now, once for all, to the Senate, that I do not 
consider I am bound by any agreement or under- 
standing that may be entered into here, unless I 
rise and express my approbation of it. I will not 
allow other Senators to make agreements for me; 
but I shall always, when I make agreements, ex- 
pressly state the fact; and when I make them, I 
will abide by them. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I hope the Sen- 
ator hereafter, when he hears an agreement, will 
get up and object to it, if he does not agree to it. 

ilence gives consent. 

Mr. GREEN. No; it does not. 
no right to make it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. 
take-in, and no gain by making it. 

Mr. POWELL. I will say to my friend from 
Arkansas, that I said I did not agree to it in my 
seat, without addressing the Chair. I did not 
know what the custom was. It is the first time 
lever heard an agreement discussed in the Senate. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. It has been the 
uniform practice to make such agreements. 

Mr. POWELL. To prevent mistakes here- 
after, I wish to state to the Senate that unless I 
expressly approve of an agreement, they need not 


You have 


Then it is a 


| consider me as bound by it, 


Mr. LANE. Mr. President, I am sure there 
can be no gentleman in this world by nature more 
kind than myself, nor one that feels more grate- 
ful for kindness when properly offered. Now, 
the Senator from Massachusetts may not have 
known that I very much desired to get the floor 
for some time past. I did not tell him that I did. 
I am sure everybody will say that by nature I am 
modest; but I felt that, at the time he got the floor, 
I ought to have had it. Without saying a word 
on the subject, I have waited for an opportunity 
to address the Senate; and I was reminded a little 
while ago, that I had not very many*days here. 
I concluded this was the last opportunity I should 
have to address the Senate. Sir, while I love my 
friends and appreciate kindness from them, and 
will always give it in return; no man hates his 
enemies so much, or cares as little about them, as 
Ido. I thank God that no living man shall ayk 
anything honorable of me without always being 
certain to get it. 


But, without saying anything on that subject, 
I will say that I am very willing to the arrange- - 
ment the Senator from Massachusetts proposes, 
with a hope that I shall be allowed to speak to- 
I do not want tg lie under the feeling 


morrow 
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that I have had for a number of days, It is not 
pore that the Senate should require me to do it. 

can say what I have to say now with a better 
feeling and in better temper than | can two or 
three days after this, and I hope I shall have the 
privilege of saying it. 
if it is certain that I can have the floor to-mor- 
row, then I will say allf have to say, as I before 
remarked, having i notified that I have not 
many days to stay, and it will be, perhaps, the 
last time that I shall address.the Senate; but that 
matters not. I have been in Congress now ten 

ears without losing one half hour from my seat. 

or ten sessions | have not been absent from my 
duty one half hour. Rarely have I lost a vote on 
any important question, nor have I ever failed to 
discharge my duty; and I intend, for the short 
time I have to stay here, to continue to perform 
my duty; and then, sir, I shall be the happiest 
man in this world when I leave here, because I 
can say, before high Heaven, on my conscience, 
thatI have faithfully and honestly discharged my 
duty to the State in which I live and to the whole 
country, with a desire as strong as ever beat in 
the heart of man to promote the interests of every 
portion of the country. I thank God that, in my 
feeling, I have no affection for one locality over 
another. This is my country—the whole of it; 


and while I live, I shall be true to every inch of 


it. I shall stand upon the Constitution made by 
our fathers; 1 shall be just to every portion of the 
country; and no power on earth can turn me one 
inch to the right or the left. No office on earth, 
or no wealth on earth, could move me one inch 
from that which I believe to be my duty. 

But there is no reason why I should go on in 


this strain. I only desire to say, I thank the Sen- | 


ator from Massachusetts with all my heart; and 
if it is agreeable to all that I shall have an oppor- 
tunity to-morrow, at one o’clock, at three o’clock, 
or at five o’clock, any time that may be agreed 
upon, to say what I desire to say, it will be per- 
haps the last favor that I shall ever ask on this 
floor; and I will agree to the suggestion pf the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I hope that will 
be agreed to. 

Mr. BAKER. I desire to make a personal ex- 
lanation. I am very sorry to have to detain the 
Senate amoment. I observe my colleague repeats 

once or twice aremark which I very unfortunately 
and inadvertently made, if it pains anybody. I 
was a little provoked at what I believed to be a 
want of courtesy towards me by some of m 
friends, and it appears that I have made aremar 
which I should very deeply regret, if it gave any- 
body pain. i 

It seems I said the Senator from Oregon would 
not be here very long. I merely meant to say by 
that—and I hope every gentleman will believe me 
incapable of intending anything else—that that 
being so, it was an additional reason why we 
ought to extend a courtesy to him, which it might 
not be so proper to extend to gentlemen in other 
circumstances. Although I have opposed the 
Senator, and perhaps shall till I die; although 
there are a great many things in which I differ 
from him; although my personal relations are not 
friendly with him, yet no man who knows me 
well. would believe [ could be capable of saying a 
word in this way to give even an enemy pain, or 
to make a remark which, I think, if I had made 
it for such a purpose, would have been not only 
unkind, but ungentlemanly. 7 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Oregon, as a substitute for the bill. 

Mr. WILSON. I offer an amendment to the 
amendment, to insert at the end of it the following: 

That the first section of the act approved March 3, 1857, 
entitled ‘An agt reducing the duty on imports, and for other 
pu ,”? be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to 
read as follows: 

Upon the articles enumerated in schedules A and B, of 
the tariff act of 1846, a duty of 40 per centum; and upon 
those enumerated in schedule C,! r centum ; in sched- 
ule D, 25 per centum; in schedule E, 20 per centum ; in 
schedule F, 15 per centum; in schedule G, 10 per centum ; 
and in schedule H, 5 per centum ; with such exceptions as 
are hereinafter made: and all articles so imported as afore- 
said, and not enumerated in the said schedules, nor in 
schedule I, shall pay a duty of 20 per centum: Provided, 
That sugars, rege, and molasses, shall be transferred to 
schedule KE of said act: nd provided further, That this 
act shall take effect from and after the Ist day of April, 
1861. 
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25; as 
YEAS—Messrs. Bragg, Douglas, Green, Hunter, John- 


|| section of the country to which I belong, I must 
be indulged for a very few moments in giving my 
| 
j 


| thechair.) The first question will be on the amend- 


| ment of the Senator from Massachusetts to the 
amendment of the Senator from Oregon. 
The amendment tothe amendment was rejected. 


pe | The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
If this is the agreement, || 


now will be on the amendment of the Senator from 
| Oregon. 
| Mr. POWELL called for the yeas and nays; 
_ and they were ordered. 
Mr. HUNTER. Before taking the question, 
I merely wish to announce, at the request of my 
colleague, that he has paired off with the Senator 
from Kentucky, (Mr. Critrenven.] I am also 
| requested to announce that Mr. Brient has been 
| called home by the sickness of one of his chil- 


Mr. HUNTER. My colleague, of course, 
would vote against the bill, and for this amend- 
ment. Mr. Crirrenpen would vote otherwise. 
Mi. Bricut would vote against this bill, and for 
the amendment. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I wish to say that the Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. Drxon] paired off, 
before going home on account of sickness in his 
family, with the Senator from Maryland, [Mr. 
Kewnnepy.] 

The question being taken on Mr. Lane’s amend- 
ment by peee and nays, resulted—yeas 13, nays 

ollows: 


dren. 
Mr. BIGLER. State how they would vote. 


son of Arkansas, Johnson of ‘Tennessee, Lane, Latham, 
Nicholson, Pearce, Powell, Rice, and Sebastian—13. 

NAYS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, Cam- 
eron, Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, Foot, 
Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Morrill, Seward, Sim- 
mons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, Trumbull, Wade, Wilkinson, 
and Wilson—25. 

So the amendmentewas rejected. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. If no further 
amendment be proposed, the question is, ‘* Shall 
the amendments be engrossed, and the bill be read 
a third time?” 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, 
and the bill to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time; and the ques- 
tion being on its passage, 

Mr. HUNTER called for the yeas and nays; 
and they were ordered. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. President, I have made 
up my mind to vote for this bill; but as I shall 
vote for it for reasons quite different from those 
which have been assigned to members from that 


reasons for the vote t shall give. 

It has been urged, Mr. President, especially by 
a number of gentlemen from the Westand North- 
west, that this is a bill to rere very heavy bur- 
dens upon their section of the country, and that 
it is for the advantage of New England and the 
eastern States. I do not so view it. 
the State of Connecticut is concerned, I think I 
speak the views of the people of that State when 
I say that their interests would be more advanced 
by having the present law continue, than to have 
this bill enacted in its place. I agree entirely with 
the Senator from Massachusetts, [Mr. Wizson,] 
who asserted the same in regard to the State of 
Massachusetts. I do not believe that this bill is 
to be beneficial to the people of Connecticut to the 
same extent as the tariff now existing, passed in 
1857. There are various reasons for it, which I 
will not go into. It has been alleged, also, that 
the principal articles which this bull protects are 
those of eastern manufacture, and so, of course, 
it will be beneficial to the eastern States; and that 
the West derived little or no advantage from it, 
there being but one or two, or, at all events, ver 
few articles in the bill on which a duty is levied, 
which will be beneficial to the western States. 

Now, Mr. President, I must be permitted to 
say that I believe this bill is more beneficial to 


So far as” 
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the West than it is to the East; far more advan- | 


tageous to the agricultural interest of this coun- 
try than any other interest. This is my convic- 
tion. Gentlemen from that section of the countr 
may understand this matter much better than 1; 
but inasmuch as they proffer their advice and give 
their opinions in regard to the effect which it has 
on my section, they must not be surprised if I 
also proffer mine in regard to the effect which it 
may have on their section. 

Mr. President, New Engiand has been charged 


The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Crarx in | over and over again with great selfishness 1n this 
Z 
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matter of tariffs. It has been said that we are ex. 
ceedingly covetous, greedy of gain, desirous of 
having ourselves protected at the expense of other 
sections of the country; and this has been said 
so often that I suppose a great portion of the 
country believe it; but it is not true. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. Will the Sena- 
tor allow me to make a single suggestion ? 

Mr. FOSTER. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I have no dou); 
that it has escaped the attention of the Senator. 
but I will state to him what | see to be the feej. 
ing prevailing. The Senator is destroying the 
chance of action on this bill according to his own 
agreement, and that of his side. It was expected 
that there should be no general speeches, and 
debate has been restrained; but, instead of reach. 
ing a question now, I am afraid the Senator js 
embarking in a course of debate which must cal] 
for and receive a reply; and, if so, we shall not 

et through with the bill to-night. I trust the 
enator will take another occasion for this. | 
make the suggestion out of no disrespect to him, 

Mr. FOSTER. I certainly do not presume 
any is intended, and I shall not occupy more 
than five or eight minutes. I say, Mr. President, 
the charge that New England is responsible for 
the nol elon of the country isa mistake. New 
England was originally commercial, and her com- 
merce was ruined by national legislation. The 
tariffs of the country, the principal tariffs, were 
— in the years 1824, 1828, 1842, and 1846. 

‘he tariff of 1824, in this body, was voted for by 
Maine, Vermont, Rhode Island, and Connecticut. 
Massachusetts voted against it, and New Hamp- 
shire was divided. On the tariff of 1828, Con- 
necticut and Vermont voted for it; New Hamp- 
shire and Maine voted against it; Rhode Island 
and Massachusetts were divided. On the tariff 
of 1842, Massachusetts, Vermont, and Rhode Isl- 
and voted for it; New Hampshire voted against 
it; Connecticut and Maine were divided. On the 
tariff of 1846, New Hampshire voted for it; Mas- 
sachusetts, Rhode Island, Connecticut, and Ver- 
mont voted against it; and Maine was divided. 
These were the votes in this body. I have not 
the Journals of the House of Representatives be- 
fore me; but my recollection is, from an exam- 
ination made not long since, that the majority of 
the New England delegation in thé other branch 
voted against each one of those tariffs; and those, 
I repeat, are the main tariffs that have been passed 
by the Congress of the United States. 

So much for the charge that New England has 
been so greedy and so selfish in respect to this 
tariff policy which has, in fact, been forced upon 
her. I shall vote for this bill, notwithstanding, 
and for the reason that the present system is 
notoriously quite insufficient to produce suflicient 
revenue to say on the Government. We have 
been running shamefully in debt for four years, 
in a time of profound a and general prosper- 
ity. I, forone, am willing to vote for such a tariff 
as will raise money enough to carry on the Gov- 
ernment, however it may affect my section of the 
country. Weare bound todo that. Therefore 
I am willing to change the system, but not for the 
profit of my State. In regard to the agricultural 
section of the country, who seem to think that 
they are doing us a favor in voting for this bill, 
I will say that they are doing us no other favor 
than that they are aiding us to carry on the Gov- 
ernment in which they have as much interest as 
we, no mere, no less. So far, however, as the 
agricultural interest is concerned, I say, and if 
there were time, I think I could establish the fact 


‘to the satisfaction of every man who would be 


satisfied with reasonable proof, that every farmer 
in the West feels the effect of this tariff, if it bea 
rotective one, upon every bushel of corn, every 
ushel of wheat, every barrel of pork, every bar- 
rel of beef which he sells. If the manufacturers 
of the East, those whom this bill will set to work, 
if it do set any to work, were not thus employed; 
but if they went to the West and commenced 
raising corn and wheat, two things would imme- 
diately occur: first, that the demand for these arti- 
cles would be diminished; and next, the supply 
atly increased. The consequent result would 


Mr. DOOLITTLE. Will my friend allow me 
to make a suggestion? The course of remark in 
which he is indul ng has a very natural tendency 
to call on some of the gentlemen who represent 
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the western States to reply; and we cannot enter 
into a debate now, because it would be a viola- 
tion of the understanding which we have had with 
the other side of the Chamber: and I very much 
fear that my friend is producing such an impres- 1 
sion on our friends upon the other side that we | 
may never have another arrangement again avout | 
taking the vote on any question. 

Mr. FOSTER. Iam replying to remarks made | 
by Senators from Michigan and from Iowa, and || 
others who have spoken 1n regard to this sub- 1 
iect, and who have reflected, though of course not || 
unkindly, on my section. 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I appeal to my honorable 
friend to allow us to take a vote. 

Mr. POWELL. [hope the Senator from Con- || 
necticut will be allowed to proceed with his re- | 
marks. We have plenty of time. We have until 
daylight. A 

Mr. LANE. It is not near midnight yet. | 

Mr. DOOLITTLE. I will say to my honora- | 
ble friend from Connecticut, that ltook some part | 
in bringing about what I supposed wasan under- | 
standing; and if, on our side of the question, we | 
indulge in debate after the time has arrived for 
taking a vote, according to the understanding, | 
that understanding may be regarded as being vio- || 
lated on our side; and therefore I appeal to my 
honorable friend to allow a vote to be taken. 

Mr. POWELL. I will assure the Senator from | 
Wisconsin that we consider it no violation on this || 
side. I hope the Senator may be permitted to ] 
proceed, and that every other gentleman will be | 
allowed to assign his reasons, if he chooses to 1 
do so. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Will my friend from Con- 
necticut permit me to make one suggestion? I 
should like very much to have had fifteen minutes, | 
but have forborne. I hope we shall take some | 
other occasion to explain our votes. 

Mr. FOSTER. I said I would not exceed eight | 
minutes, and counting the time which I have been | 
interrupted, I will come within the eight minutes || 
I have spoken of. | 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think the gentleman has | 
spoken over ten minutes now. | 

Mr. FOSTER I have watched the clock; the | 
gentleman is mistaken. 

As it regards, Mr. President, the resources of || 
the West, the agricultural products of the West, | 
I will merely glance at the subject. The average | 
depth of soil thooush the West is from twelve to | 
eighteen inches, and that soil has a substratum | 
of sand, gravel, and barren white and gray clays, 
in which there is no element, or scarcely an ele- | 
ment,of vegetation. ‘These plains, resting on | 
gravel, cannot long retain a food-producing sur- | 
face. Thirty years ago, the average yield of wheat | 
in Ohio was thirty-three bushels to the acre; it is 
now eleven bushels. In Indiana and Illinois, the | 
ratio of decrease in wheat and corn is as great as | 
in Ohio. The soil is losing its life-blood. 














| 

















dened and not benefited by a tariff which protects 
domestic industry. The true interest of the agri- 
eultufist is to create a market as near home as | 
possible. ‘The more remote the market, the less 
valuable are the returns to the producer; and the 
constant transportation abroad of vegetable prod- | 
ucts must impoverish and finally exhaust the soil. | 
If the farmers of the country understood their | 
true interests, they would be siasnantila for a pro- | 
tective tariff. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
is ** Shall the bill pass ?’’ . 

The question being taken by yeas and nays, 
resulted—yeas 25, nays 14; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Anthony, Baker, Bigler, Bingham, 





Cameron, Chandler, Clark, Doolittle, Durkee, Fessenden, | 
Foot, Foster, Grimes, Hale, Harlan, King, Morrill, Seward, | 


Simmons, Sumner, Ten Eyck, ‘Trumbull, Wade, Wilkin- 
son, and Wilson—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Bragg, Clingman, Douglas, Green, Hun- 
ter, Johnson of Arkansas, Johnson of Tennessee, Lane, 





Latham, Nicholson, Pearce, Powell, Rice, and Sebas- 
tian—14. 


So the bill was passed. 
INUNDATIONS OF THE MISSISSIPPI. 


Mr. WILSON. I want to make a motion ac- 
cording to the suggestion thrown out thisevening, 
in regard to to-morrow. I move that we have an 
evening session to-morrowevening. [‘Oh,no.’’} 

Mr. CLINGMAN. I object. 

Mr. WILSON. I propose a recess from five 
to seven o’clock to-morrow. 

Mr. GREEN. Let it lie over. I object to it. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Arkansas. I ask that a 
paper on the desk be referred to the Committee 
on Printing. It is in regard to the survey of the 
delta of the Mississippi. There is a vast deal of 
information in it with reference to all the systems 
of inundation. I ask that it may be printed; and 
that motion, I suppose, will be referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- 
ate a letter from the Seeretary of War, in answer 
to a resolution of the Senate of the 13th instant, 
transmitting the report of Captain A. A»Hum- 
phreys, of the topographical engineers, upon the 
result of the surveys and investigations made 
under the act of Congress directing the topograpi- 


|| cal and hydrographical survey of the delta of the 


Mississippi river, with such investigations as 
might lead to a determination of the most practi- 
cable plan for securing it from inundation; which 
was ordered to Jie on the table; and a motion by 


| Mr. Jounson, of Arkansas, to print the report, 
| was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


EVENING SESSIONS. 

Mr. WILSON. NowlI hope, by common con- 
sent, the arrangement we talked of will be made; 
that is, to have a recess from five to seven o’clock, 
to-morrow evening. 

* Mr. GREEN, 
| Senator himself, I shall not object. 
1 shall. 





American agriculture, Mr. President, is little 
more than the art of rapidly exhausting the soil. 
Let us go on at the rate we are now going; let us 
devote ourselves to agriculture; let manufactures 
and all other industrial pursuits alone, devoting 
ourselves to the cultivation of the soil, as it is | 
called, raising wheat and corn &nd selling them, | 
and the day is not distant when the West, instead | 
of being the garden of the world, will be a desert. | 





Mr. BINGHAM and Mr. WILKINSON. We || 


will take care of that. 
Mr. FOSTER. Take an acre of land: and the | 
soil, a foot deep over the whole surface, weighs 
about 3,500,000 pounds. An acre of land that | 
produces 30 bushels of wheat, takes from the soil | 
239 pounds of the ash of plants. The grain weighs | 
about 1,840 pounds, and the straw 4,600 pounds. | 
An acre of the same land will produce 36,800 | 
pounds of beet roots, 9,200 pounds of beet-tops; 
and these take from the soil 520 pounds of the ash | 
of plants. Now, take the land fit for culture in | 


the western country, take the amount of wheat | 


and corn and other products that are raised there, | 
and it is as clear as any problem in mathematics | 
that that soil is rapidly tending to exhaustion, | 
and when exhausted, the character of the subsoil | 
generally forbids entirely any renewal of it. It 

will become, I repeat, a desert instead of a gar- | 
den. Now, I say to western gentlemen, on this | 
state of facts, that it is not expedient, it is not | 
economical, it is not wise, to insist that the agri- 
cultural interests ef the country alone are bur- | 


be taken? 


Mr. WILSON. Let us have a vote. 
Mr. GREEN. 
is for the accommodation of the Senator himself. 
If it is to be made arule, L insist on the objection. 
Mr. WILSON. Do it on my account, then. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. 


standing that the proposed evening session is to 
be devoted to discussion, but that no votes are to 


Mr. WILSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. 
understanding. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It is moved, 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, that the Sen- 


o’clock, p. m. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. HALE, 


| adjourn, 


ate take a recess to-morrow, from five to seven | 
| 


adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
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, I desire to know pre- 
cisely the nature of the motion. Is it the under- |! 


I am satisfied with that 


¥ : 
Phe motion was agreed to; and the Senate 


The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer 
|| by the Chaplain, Rev. Thomas H. Srockton. 


TheJournal of yesterday was read andapproved. 
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order to be the consideration of the bill reported 
by Mr. Sranron in regard to the miliua. 
Mr. DAWES. | wish to submit a report from 


|| the select committee of five on the President’s 
|| special message. 


Mr. BURNETT. Linsist on the regular order 
of business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts is entitled to make his report, it being 
a privileged matter. 

Mr. DAWES. Iam instructed by the select 
committee of five to make a report, and to ask 
that it be read, ordered to be printed, and recom- 
mitted to the committee. 

The Clerk commenced to read the report. 

Mr. BURNETT, Coberenines) I understood 
that the gentleman from Massachusetts only 
asked to have the report printed, and recommitted 
| to the committee. 

Mr. DAWES. I want to have it printed inthe 
Globe, so that all the members of the House can 
| read it. 

Mr. BURNETT. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. DAWES. I wantit printed in the Globe, 
and recommitted, 

Mr. BRANCH. I want it understood that if 
the report is to be printed in the Globe to-mor- 
| row, | shall deem it my duty, as an act of justice 
| to a high officer of the Government, to ask the 

House to permit me to submit a few remarks, 
after the resolution is read, in order that they may 
go with the report. If the reading of the report 
be dispensed with, and the report printed in the 
Globe, I shall submit my remarks now. 

Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. I suggest to the 
gentleman from North Carolina, that perhaps it 
would suit him better to submit his remarks when 
the matter is called up for action. 

Mr. BRANCH. I think the course suggested 
would not be just to the officer whose conduct is 
condemned by this report. I think that his de- 
fense, so far I propose to make a defense of him, 
should go forth with the report itself, particularly 
as I do not understand the proposition of the gen- 








If it is for the benefit of the | 
Otherwise, | 


I withdraw my objection, if it | 


I move that the Senate do now | 


tleman from Massachusetts to be to print the evi- 
dence, but only the report containing his com- 
ments on the evidence. Ifthe whole evidence were 
to be printed with the report, I should not deem it 
necessary to submit any remarks at all. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I suggest that the 
several members of the select committee have an 
opportunity, when the report is called for con- 
sideration, to enter what defense of that officer’s 
conduct they may deem necessary. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no objectios to that; but 
I desire to have the report printed in the Globe, 
because it could not be printed in the regular form, 
for the use of members, till after the adjournment. 

Mr. BRANCH. 1 shall make no objection, 
provided I have an opportunity to submit a few 
remarks now. 

Mr. DAWES. I shall not object to that, if the 
report be read to the House, 


| 
| 
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'| Mr. HOWARD, of Michigan. 





I desire to 
make a remark, in justice to my colleagues on 
the committee. Thelabors of the committee have 
been very great. But for that, minority reports 
would have been submitted at this time. I there- 

| fore hope that, by unanimous consent, they shall 
have an opportunity to address the House, which 
is all they desire, either now or when the report 
comes up for action. 

Mr. BRANCH. I prefer to go on now, if the 
me is to be printed in to-morrow’s Globe. 

r. DAWES. It seems to me that, if the gen- 
tleman from North Carolina makes his remarks 
now, the report ought to be read, so that the ap- 
prepeeepeny of his remarks can be seen by the 

ouse. 

Mr. BRANCH. So far as I am concerned, the 
gentleman from Massachusetts may pursue his 
own course in regard to reading or not reading 
the report. 

Mr. DAWES. I have no desire to have it read 
myself; but if the gentleman from North Carolina 
desires to make his remarks at this time, I think 
the report ought to be read. It will take but little 
time. 

Mr. BRANCH. I oniy desire that my remarks 
shall go out with the report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that, 
by common consent, the report shall be read, and 
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| that the gentleman from North Carolina shail 
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The SPEAKER stated the business first in || then be at liberty to make his remarks. 
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Mr. STANTON. I do not see very well how 
one privileged report supersedes another in this 
way. If we are to go into a discussion of this 
matter now, it will occupy the day to the exclu- 
sion of the bill which I reported in regard to the 
militia. 

Mr. DAWES. No one desires to reply to the 
gentleman from North Carolina. He ody wishes 
to put himself right. 

r. SPINNER. It is understood that the re- 
port goes in the Globe, and that the gentleman’s 
remarks shall appear in the Globe at the same 
time. Ido not, therefore, see any necessity for 
reading the report. 

Mr. DAWES. Yes; but the gentleman from 
North Carolina feels called upon to animadvert 
on the report. 

Mr. SPINNER. The gentleman knows al- 
ready what the report is. 

Mr. DAWES. But if he proposes to animad- 
vert on the report before the House, | think we 
ought to have the report read. 

ir. BRANCH. I do not ask for the reading 
of the report, or that its reading shall be dispensed 
with. I am willing that the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts may pursue his own course in that 
respect, 


Mr. DAWES. If the gentleman’s remarks 


are to go in the Globe without being delivered in | 


the House, I have no objection. Butif he is to 
deliver remarks in the House animadverting on 
the report, I think the report should be read. It 
is short, and will not occupy much time. 

Mr. BRANCH. It will be observed, Mr. 
Speaker, that the reason why I ask to submit my 
remarks orally is in consequence of the physical 
inability of my submitting minority reports in all 
the cases reported from this committee. This is 
the fourth report made, in each one of which I 
have been under the necessity of submitting mi- 
nority reports. ‘There are two other reports to 
be made this week; and I think it must be obvi- 
ous to the Honse that it is physically impossible 
for me, without a total neglect of all the other 
public duties devolving on me, to prepare minority 
reports in each case Hence the committee agreed 
that they would not consider it improper in me, 
when the resolutions came before the House, to 
submit what few remarks I might desire to make 
verbally, in order that the reporters might take 
them down, and thus save myself the time and 
trouble of writing them out. My remarks will 
not be long, and will be only, to a very limited 
extent, in comment on the report. They will be 
simply on the general features of the evidence as 
they rest on my mind. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I have no objection whatever 
to having the report of the gentleman from Mas- 
sachusetts read. It seems to be due to the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, that he should have an 
opportunity to be heard in ony to it; but I wish 
to understand the course which the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. Stanton] proposes tu take on his 
bill, before I can give any consent to the prosecu- 
tion of the matter at this time. If, at the end of 
the morning hour, the bill of the gentleman from 
Ohio is to go over, and be voted on without fur- 
ther debate, then I would object to having this 
matter taken up this morning. If, however, the 
gentleman from Ohio will allow his bill to go over 
till to-morrow; then I have no objection. I wish 
to conform entirely to the convenience of the 
House. 

Mr. STANTON. My expectation was, that 
to-day should be occupied with the consideration 
and discussion of this bill, and ther I wished to 
close the discussion. I think that is as liberal an 
allowance of discussion as could be expected. 

Mr. BOCOCK. 1 do not know, Mr. Speaker, 
whether, except by unanimous consent—and | 
doubt whether that can be obtained—the debate 
upon this bill can go on beyond the morning hour, 
because at the expiration of the morning hour the 
report of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Cor- 
win,] from the committee of thirty-three, comes 
up as the regular order of business; and the bill 
of the other gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Stanton] 
goes over, as a matter of course. There will be 
this difficulty in extending its consideration for 
to-day, even if the majority of the House decide 
it; for some member must, in the first place, obtain 
the floor to move to postpone the special order; 
and when that special order shall have been post- 
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for under your parliamentary rules the bill will 
have gone over untilto-morrow. If time is to be 
taken up by this report at this time, for its*read- 
ing and the remarks of the gentleman from North 
Carolina, I think there should be some under- 
standing that the bill of the gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Stanton] shall not go over at the expira- 
tion of the morning hour. 

Mr. DAWES. I will not press the reading of 
the report at this time. Let it go in the Globe of 
to-morrow, and let the gentleman from North 
Carolina either submit his remarks to accompany 
the report now, or let him reserve them for the 
consideration of the report when it shall come up 
for consideration. 

Mr.STANTON. I cannot consent to the prop- 
osition that the gentleman from North Carolina 


‘shall submit his remarks now, unless he can give 


us some assurance of the time he is to occupy; 
for when he takes the floor, he will, of course, 
submit to interruptions, and so the whole morn- 
ing hour will be occupied. Unless we can have 
some such positive assurance, therefore, I must 
insist on the regular order of business. 

Mr. BRANCH. I never was able in my life 
to tell the length of time I should occupy in re- 
marks I proposed to make. I canassure the gen- 
tleman that they will not, on this occasion, be 
very extensive. I do not think they will exceed 
a very few minutes; but I have made no prepara- 
tion whatever, until within the last ten minutes; 
and it is impossible, therefore, to say the precise 
time I shall occupy. 

Mr. STANTON. I think that we had better 
go on with the regular order of business. 

Mr. BRANCH. I will say to the gentleman 
that I have no disposition to prevent the full and 
free discussion upon either of the two very im- 
portant bills which I believe itis intended to press 
to a vote to-day. The large amount of business, 
and the number of papete betes the select com- 
mittee of which the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts is chairman, has rendered it impossible for 
me, with any convenience to myself, to prepare 
minority reports in each case. But if the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts will withdraw his report 
for the present, and again submit it to-morrow, I 
will endeavor, in the mean time, to submit my 
views in writing; but whatever course is taken, I 
think, in justice to the Secretary whose conduct 
is called in question, that my remarks should go 
forth to the country in connection with the report 
of the majority of the committee. 

Mr. DAWES. I must make this proposition, 
then, which will accommodate the gentleman from 
North Carolina: let the report of the committee 
be published in the Globe; let the gentleman from 
North Carolina in the course of the day prepare 
his minority report, give it in to the Globe office 
to-night, and it will g° forth to the country fol- 
lowing the report of the majority of the com> 
mittee. 

Mr. BRANCH. The gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts and the House will perceive that the ob- 
ject [ am trying to accomplish is, that my views 
shall go out with the report of the majority of 
the committee. I am not able to ro my 
views in writing this morning; but if the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts will withhold his report 
until to-morrow, I will endeavor, in the course of 
the day and night, to prepare my report. 

Mr. DAWES. I think the gentleman from 
North Carolina does not understand me. The 
suggestion I made was, that the report should 
now, without reading, be given to the reporters 
of the Globe. The gentleman from North Caro- 
lina may then, in the course of the day and even- 
ing, at any time before ten o’clock to-night, 
prepare his report, and it will come out in the 
morning, and accompany the report. 

Mr. BRANCH. I have before stated that this 
committee have already made four reports. In 
two instances, I have submitted minority reports 
in writing. Now, I will say to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts, in response to his sugges- 
tion, that the two reports I have written have not 
been commenced until after nine o’clock at night. 
The laborious work of the day will not permit me 
to place in writing my views upon this report as 
soon as ten o’clock to-night. 

Mr. DAWES. Well, sir, I am very desirous 
of accommodating the gentleman from North Car- 
olina; and if it is the understanding that this re- 


poned, this bill will not come uv then in order, || port may be again presented to-morrow morning, 
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and that itmay go in the Globe, I will now With. 
draw it. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objec. 


‘tion; and willconsiderthat to be the understanding 


EMPLOYES OF THE HOUSE. 

Mr. SPINNER. _I ask the consent of the 
House to report a bill for the purpose of hayin 
it printed. g 

r. BOCOCK. I do not desire to be discour. 
teous to any gentleman; but, under the circum. 
stances, I cannot yield further, for any Purpose 
whatever. 

Mr. SPINNER. It is a privileged report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New 
York presents a can ee report 

Mr. BURNETT. The gentleman from Vir. 
ginia ison the floor upon a privileged report, 
One privileged report cannot supersede another 
in this way. 

The SPEAKER. The report cannot be re. 
ceived, if objection be made. 

Mr. SPINNER. I desire to submit the report, 
and haveit printed. I presume no one will object 
to that. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I cannot yield the floor. If 
all the gentleman wants is to have his bill printed, 
I have no objection. 

Mr. SPINNER. I should like, also, to have 
it made the special order for some day. The bill 
is for the reorganization of the employés of the 
House, by which the Government will be saved 
an expense of $60,000 per annum. I would like 
to make it a special order for some day which 
may suit the convenience of the House. 

Mr. BOCOCK. I cannot yield the floor for 
that. The morning hour will run out, and we 
shall have no discussion upon the bill of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, (Mr. Stanton.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

A message was received from the President of the 
United States, by A. J. GLossprenner, his Pri- 
vate ROONEY informing the House that he had 
approved and signed a joint resolution authoriz- 
ing the proper accounting officers of the Treasur 
to revise and adjust the account of John Randolp 
Clay, United States minister oars and an act 
making appropriations for the legislative, execu- 
tive and judicial expenses of the Government for 
the year ending the 30th of June, 1862. 

THE MILITIA—AGAIN. 

Mr. BOCOCK spoke for three quarters of an 
hour, without concluding his remarks. [His 
—_ complete will be published in the Appen- 

x 


Ix. 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has ex- 
pired; and it is the duty of the Chair to announce 
the special order on the resolutions of the com- 
mittee of thirty-three, on which the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. VaLianpieHam] is entitled to the 
floor When this business is resumed, the gen- 
tleman from Virginia will be entitled to the floor 
for a quarter of an hour. 

Mr.STANTON. If the gentleman from Ohio 
will permit me, I will move that the consideration 
of this bill be postponed till next Monday at one 
o’clock, and made the special order. 

Mr. WINSLOW. I object to any yielding the 
floor. If the géntleman yields at all, he must 
yield unconditionally. 

Mr. GROW. I ms not think the gent)cman 
from North Carolina understood the motion of the 
gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. STANTON. My proposition is to have 
this bill go over until Monday. I do not like ic 
have it running, from day to day, merely during 
the morning hour. I propose, therefore, to have 
it Re over until Monday. 

r. WINSLOW. How many days’ debate 
will you give us on it then? 

Mr. STANTON. Not very long, of course, 
at this period of the session. 

Mr. WINSLOW. How many days? 

Mr.STANTON. During the whole of that 


day. 
Mr. WINSLOW. Is not the gentleman will- 
<> gine us a couple of days? 

r. STANTON. I donot think we ought to 
take more than one day at this period of the 
session. 

Mr. WINSLOW. ThenI must object. 

Mr. STANTON. Then, if we cannot make 
that arrangement, I shall endeavor to-morrow 
morning to put the bill on its passage 
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Mr. SICKLES. I would suggest that this bill 
be allowed to go over until to-morrow, and that 
the House then make some arrangement in refer- 
ence to its final disposition. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I would suggest 
that we devote to-morrow to the discussion of 

is bill 
7. STANTON. I have no objection to that 
arrangement. I desire, however, to renew the 
demand for the previous question for the purpose 
of bringing up the bill in the morning. 

The SPEAKER. The bill will come up as 
unfinished business in the morning hour without 
the necessity of the demand for the previous ques- 
tion 





STATE OF THE UNION 


The report of the committee of thirty-three was 
then called up as the special order. 

My VALLANDIGHAM addressed the House 
at length upon the state of the Union. (His 
speech will be published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. BARRBT obtained the floor 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. SHERMAN. With the permission of 
the gentleman from Missouri, I will move that 
the rules be suspended, and that the House resolve 
itself into the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union for the purpose of finishing 
the consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. BARRET. I will yield, with the under- 
standing that I shall have the floor when this 
subject comes up again. 

Mr. SHERMAN. The gentleman will of 
course have the floor. Pending the motion I have 
made, I move that all general debate upon the 
naval appropriation bill be terminated within one 
hour after its consideration shall be resumed in 
committee. 

Mr. BRANCH. I hope the gentleman from 
Ohio will not insist on that motion. The whole 
hour will, I have no doubt, be consumed by one 

entleman, and all others who desire to wah will 

i confined to the five minutes’ debate. If the 
gentleman will modify his motion so as to limit 
the speeches to ten or fifteen minutes, I will not 
object. But to those who would desire to engage 
in the hour debate upon the amendment under 
consideration upon the naval appropriation bill, it 
will be impossible to engage in such a debate with 
any justice under the five minutes’ rule. 

r. SHERMAN. Ishould have no objection 
to that; but the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
GARNETT] is entitled to the floor in committee, 
and it would not be courteous to cut short his 
hour. 

Mr. BRANCH. What I propose is, that the 
debate shall be confined to speeches of ten or fif- 
teen minutes each, after the hour to which the 
gentleman from Virginia is entitled shall have 
expired. 

r. SHERMAN. 
motion. 

Mr.BARRET. Dol understand that [ am not 
to lose my right to the floor? 

The SPEAKER. When the hour arrives the 
special order will be called; and the gentleman 
will then be entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BARRET. On that understanding I yield 
the floor 

Mr. SHERMAN. I now submit my motion 
for the termination of debate on the Senate amend- 
ments to the Navy appropriation bill in one hour 
after their consideration shall be resumed in the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The question was taken; and the motion was 

reed to. 

Mr.SHERMAN. I move that the rules be sus- 
eo and that the House resolve itself into the 

ommittee of the Wholeon the state ofthe Union. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
(Me. Coxrax in the chair.) 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendments of the 
Senate to the Navy appropriation bill are before 
the committee, as a special order. On the eigh- 
teenth amendment—which is the pending amend- 
ment—the gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Gar- 
NETT] is entitled to the floor. 

The Clerk read the eighteenth amendment of 
the Senate, as follows: 


Sec. 9. nd be it further enacted, That the Secretary of 
the Navy be, and he is hereby, authorized to cause ce be 


I prefer to insist on my 


constructed for the United States Navy, at as early a day 
as practicable, having due regard to efficiency and econ- 
omy, seven steam screw sloops-of-war of the second class, 
as vessels are rated in the Navy, with full steam power, 
whose greatest draught of water shall not exceed fourteen 
feet, which sloops shall combine the heaviest armament and 
greatest speed compatible with their character and tonnage; 
and for the purpose above specified, the sum of $1,120,000 
be, and the same is hereby, appropriated out of any money 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be expended 
under the direction of the Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr.GARNETT. I move the following amend- 
ment: 

Provided, That the said ships shall not be used to execute 
the Federal laws, or aid other land and naval forces in ex- 
ecuting the Federal laws, in States claiming to be without 
the Federal jurisdiction. 

Mr. Chairman, I addressed you yesterday, 
without any view of making a speech. I do not 
now expect to occupy the hour assigned me un- 
der the rules. My only desire is that this amend- 
ment of the Senate shall not be sanctioned by the 
House, without some inquiry; and I have sub- 
mitted an amendment to the amendment, in order 
to test the design of the party upon the other side. 

I feel assured, Mr. Chairman, that the financial 
condition of the country would be a sufficient 
reason in time of peace to induce the non-con- 
currence of the House. The Secretary of the 
Navy has, for the last two years, recommended 
an increase of the Navy; and I believe that an 
amendment similar to this was introduced and re- 
jected. Why, then, shall we now regard a rec- 
ommendation which heretofore we refused or neg- 
lected? Why, at this time, when your Treasury 
id in a condition of bankruptcy, when you are 
attempting in every direction and in every possi- 
ble form to borrow money—in loans, in Treasury 
notes, and in the issue of the old continental 
money—seeking here and there indorsements for 
the bonds of your bankrupt and mendicant Gov- 
ernment—why select this time to increase the 
Navy? Is there any foreign war threatened? On 
the contrary, there never was a period when our 
relations with the nations of the world were more 
peaceful. I think, sir, that the true purport and 
intent of this amendment is to be found in the 
present condition of the country. I think it was 
disclosed in the debate which occurred in the 
Senate, and was avowed in the remarks of the 


: Senators from Maine, Vermont, and New York. 


Ay, sir, it was admitted that steamers of this 
peculiar draught and armament were needed in 
southern harbors, to do what those Senators call 
enforcing the laws in States which claim to be 
without our jurisdiction. 

I have been told that these vessels cannot be 
built in time for immediate coercion. The chair- 
man of Ways and Means said yesterday, that the 
trees are not yet cut out of which they are to be 
built. But I cannot doubt that the timber and re- 
sources of our navy-yerd and shops will enable 
us to build these vessels in a much shorter time 
than the gentleman computes. And be this as it 
may, the sooner begun the sooner finished, and 
if gentlemen on the other side mean war, they do 
well tocommence their preparations at once. No- 
thing but such designs could xplain or justify this 
additional burden upon your finances, already 
crushed and crippled. 

Have we not every proof that reasonable men 
can have, that it is the purpose of the Republican 
party and of the incoming Administration to 
execute the laws, to coerce, to make war? Hear 
their. speeches in this House, and in the Senate. 
Look at the measures already before you. Your 
Committee on Military Affairs and your special 
committee of five have reported bills placing at 
the disposal of the Presidentall the land and naval 
forces and the whole body of the militia of the 
United States, and as many volunteers as he can 
get. There is no limit on the number he may call 
out, as in former wars. The only limit is the 
number of men in the United States. My col- 
league, behind me, reminds me that there is not 
even that limit. He can accept volunteers from 
any part of the world. The regular Army is com- 
— in great part, of foreigners. Under these 

ills you may enlist volunteer hirelings, as the 
British, in times past, hired Hessians to make war 
on our fathers for asserting their right of self- 

overnment. So you will, under these bills, ask 
for power to hire mercenaries from every part of 
the world to suppress the operation of the same 
sacred privilege by their sons of the South. 

Mr Chairman, the select committee of five has 
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also reported a bill to blockade the southern ports, 
and to seize and confiscate every vessel which 
may attempt to enter them. The Committee on 
the Judiciary has reported a bill, (which, I am 
told, has been indorsed by a Republican caucus,) 
stationing vessels of war off the southern har- 
bors, and transferring the custom-houses to those 
ships for the collection of the revenues. ‘Two 
thirds of this House the other day refused to re- 
ject a force-bill reported from the Committee on 

aval Affairs. Such facts are conclusive of the 
purpose of the Republican purty, and are corrob- 
orated by the declarations of the President elect. 
In his Indianapolis speech he declares himself in 
favor of coercion, and he avowed the same senti- 
ment to a gentleman from Kentucky. I refer to 
a recent conversation between Mr. Liutehison, a 
member of the Kentucky Legislature, and Mr. 
Lincoln, on a visit to the President elect. Iam 
told that Mr. Hutchison is a member of that Union 
party, as it calls itself, which is willing to accept 
any good compromise if to be had, and fuiling to 
get that, to take the worst that is offered, and if 
none is offered, to accept nothing at all, or any- 
thing, short of absolute submission to the aboli- 
tion of slavery by the General Government. 

Well, sir, Mr. Hutchison visited Mr. Lincoln, 
and was asked by him if the anti-coercive reso- 
lutions passed almost unanimously by the Ken- 
tucky Legislature, expressed the sentiment of the 
people of Kentucky. Mr. Hutchison replied that 
the —_ of Kentucky are for the Union; that 
they will cling to it as the sheet-anchor of their 
hopes; that they would make any sacrifice which 
freemen could make to preserve it; but he thought, 
if any attempt should be made to coerce the se- 
ceding States by Federal arms, they would make 
common cause with the South; that he believed 
the resolutions expressed the sentiment of the 
State. Lincoln then said, with emphasis: lf 
Kentucky means to say that if the Federal Gov- 
ernment undertook to recapture the southern forts 
and collect the revenue, and war ensue, she will 
unite with the South, let her prepare for war.”’ 

Mr. CURTIS. 1 wish to know of the genile- 
man from Virginia whether he knows that there 
is anyssuch person in existence as this Mr. Hutch- 
ison? I am told that there is no such man. 

Mr. BURNETT _ I will answer the gentleman 
from Iowa, with the permission of the gentleman 
from Virginia, that have is such a person. Lam 
not personally acquainted with him; but he resides 
in Boyle county, and is a member of the Ken- 
tucky Legislature. And I will state further, that 
I understand he has, in a private letter, said that 
the statement which the gentleman from Virginia 
has referred to is substantially correct. 

Mr. MOORE, of Kentucky. I will say further 
to the gentleman from lowa, that the New York 
Tribune of yesterday publishes this statement of 
Mr. Lincoln’s conversation with Mr. Hutchison, 
and does not deny its truth at all. 

Mr. GARNE Yes, sir; and the Tribune 
also states in the same connection, that the writer 
knows this declaration to correspond with Mr. 
Lincoln’s sentiments. The writer states that upon 
his own authority; and when that statement is 
taken in connection with the fact that Mr. Gree- 
ley has lately been traveling with Mr. Lincoln, I 
think it is pretty good authority. 

Mr. CURTIS. I asked the question because 
I have heard it said that no such conversation 
ever took place, and that there was no such man. 

Mr. GARNETT. Well, sir, the gentleman 
now has it from a member of this House from 
Kentucky, that Mr. Hutchison is a member of 
the Kentucky Legislature, and that he has veri- 
fied this statement of his conversation with Mr 
Lincoln over his own signature 

Mr. BROWN. I will state to the gentleman 
that I know Mr. Hutchison personally, that | 
know him to be a man of respectability and ver- 
acity, and that any statement he may make may 
be relied on as perfectly accurate. 

Mr. GARNETT. he gentleman from iowa 
must be now satisfied that the person who makes 
this statement is a reliable and respectable gen- 
tleman. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not mean to com- 
plain of Mr. Lincoln’s declaring his purpose. I 
rather commend it. I may doubt the wisdom of 





a President elect, at such a time as this, publish- 
ing such a momentous policy in private conver- 
sation, and in roadside speeches. 


I may think 
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that he had better either have waited,as he him- 
self says he ought to wait, until the delivery of his 
inaugural address, or, better still, have given to the 
country long ago his views in some authoritative 
form, which might, at an earlier period of this ses- 
sion, have had a powerful influence in controlling 
andcom posing our difficulties, But, sir, there is, at 
least, one thing in these declarations of his, which 
ladmire. They are manly, — are frank. He 
does not attempt to hide the claws of the tiger 
under the velvet of his fur. He does not attempt 
to evade or conceal, under sophistical and evasive 
phrases, the purpose which he has when he is 
installed at the head of this Government. 

Mr.CURTIS. Ifthe gentleman from Virginia 
will allow me. I would not have him suppose 
that I am traversing anything hehas said. [am 
anxious to hear him speak, and desire not to in- 
terrupt him. I alluded to this conversation, be- 
cause | had heard it spoken of as never having 
occurred at all; but I do object to such mere casual 
conversations being takenas the standard by which 
the policy of the President elect is to be judged. 
At the proper time, he will explain fully his own 
views about coercion; and the gentleman will find 
that he has no such purpose, and that he will 
attempt to execute no such thing. 

Mr. GARNETT. I have no objection to the 
gentleman’s interruption; and Lam obliged to him 
for his first interruption, because it has been the 
means ofestablishing this statement of Mr. Hutch- 
ison’s conversation as authentic. Now, sir, let 
us look a little ahead. Mr. Lincoln has declared 
his purpose to collect the revenue, and to retake 
the forts. ‘That was his statement to Mr. Hutch- 
ison; and, notwithstanding the doubt of the gen- 
tleman from lowa, this statement corresponds 
entirely with the speech made at Indianapolis. 

Mr. STANTON. I should think it extraor- 
dinary if the President of the United States, or any 
em party, was to be held responsible for the 
oose conversations that he may have had with 
some one in the cars, or by the report of a way- 
side speech. Ido notapprehend that itis the pur- 
pose of anybody connected with the incoming 
Administration to engage inacivil war, unless it is 
forced upon them by others in a way in waich it 
cannot be avoided. I do not apprehend that any- 
body regards the recapture of the forts in the se- 
ceding States as a matter of the slightest conse- 
quence in the present condition of things. If the 
seceding States return to their allegiance to the 














Federal Government, they will, as a matter of 


course, bring the forts they have taken with them. 
If they ultimately maintain their independent ju- 
risdiction, we do not want them. If Mr. Lincoln 
has made such a remark as that, it was a remark 
made in mere casual conversation. 
Mr.GARNETT. The gentleman from Ohio 


will allow me to ask him whether he speaks for | 


his party upon this floor? 

Mr. STANTON. I speak for nobody; I speak 
only whatI have gathered from the views of every- 
body in conversation, and I take it for granted 
that they would not be guilty of t@&ing nonsense 
about such matters, 

Mr.GARNETT. Lamto understand, then, the 
entleman speaks for the members of the Repub- 
ican party as far as he derives their views from 

conversation, and that their sentiment is against 
any attempt to recapture the forts in the seceding 
States ¢ 

Mr. STANTON. I do not say it never will be 
done. If we enter upon a war, in which armies 
are marching and countermarching between one 
section and the other, such a result would be prob- 
able. [fall peaceful measures shall fail, and noth- 
ing else remains but open war, 1 do say that I do 
not know that anybody regards an attempt to re- 
capture those forts as an impracticable or improb- 
able thing. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I hope 
what the gentleman from Ohio has said will not 
be regarded as an expressica of the united voice 
of the Republican party. 

Mr. GARNE *. So I thought. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. For my 
part, I hold different views, and agree exactly 
with what the President elect is reported to have 
said, and what I hope and believe he is authen- 
tically reported to have said. I know nothing of 
the intentions of the President, except what I see 
reported; but if he is what I understood him to 






















| 


| those fail, then such as become necessary. 


tion to retake all the public property of which we 
have been robbed—to retake it by such means as 
are necessary, using gentle means at first, and if 


Mr. GARNETT. 1 thank the gentleman for 
his frankness. I thought the gentleman from 
Ohio was misrepresenting his party upon this 
subject. It is not the first time that that gentle- 
man has not had awarded to him by his party the 
confidence which is due to his services and his 
talents. He belongs to what is called the moder- 
ate section of the ublican party. But let me 
tell him—and I wonder that a man of his experi- 
ence, and let me say of his logical mind, has 
not before discovered it—that in times of excite- 
ment like this, and in crises like the present, the 
moderates of every party will be drifted, as chaff 
before the wind, by the tempest of popular feel- 
ing. The extreme men will rule. That is the 
law of parties, and the experience of history. 
Yes, sir; that gentleman does not even represent 
_ party in this House—still less the President 
elect. 

Mr. Lincoln, in his speech at Indianapolis, the 
capital of one of the great States of the North- 
west, said the very thing which Mr. Hutchison 
avers he said in private conversation; and lam sur- 
prised that the gentleman from Ohio should contend 
that l ought not to hold Mr. Lincoln bound by pri- 
vate conversation. A private conversation! Under 
whit circumstances? A gentleman of the Union 
party of the South, a legislator of a sovereign 
State, visited him for the purpose of seeking some 
means by which the present difficulties might be 
settled—something to hold Kentucky and other 
southern States faithful to the Union; and yet the 
gentleman from Ohio says that Mr. Lincoln isnot 
to be held responsible for holding a conversation 
with such a man and under such circumstances. 
Nay, the public speeches of the President elect he 
characterizes as loose utterances, to which he is 
not to be held bound! 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Do I under- 
stand the gentleman to say that this Mr. Hutch- 
ison is amember of the Legislature of Kentucky. 

Mr. GARNETT. I was so informed by the 

gentleman before me, [Mr. Burnett, of Ken- 
tucky.]} 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I wish to say 
that he is not a member of the Kentucky Legisla- 
ture, but that he has inserted a communication in 
a paper in the town in which he resides, in refer- 
ence to this matter; and in justice to Mr. Hutch- 
ison, I will send up the statement to the Clerk’s 
desk to be read. 

The article was read, as follows: 

“Mr. Thomas Hutchison, of this place, desires us to 
say, that a conversation he had recently with Mr. Lincoln 
has been misstated in the Louisville Courier, and desires 
us to publish the following account of that conversation, 
prepared by himself: 

**¢] told Mr. Lincoln that Kentucky was a Union State. 
Mr. Lincoln then replied, that he did not know how to un- 
derstand Kentucky—that he saw some resolutions passed 
by her Legislature a short time since, saying if the Gov- 
ernment attempted to coerce South Carolina, she would be 
found by her side. I told him that I thought I could tell 
him what she meant by @hose resolutions: that if the Gov- 
ernment attempted to retake the forts and collect the rev- 
enues, that she would be found by her side. Mr. Lincoln 
then replied, if that was what Kentucky meant by those 
resolutions, she may prepare to stand by her.’ *” 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I desire to 
say that Mr. Hutchison is a man of as high 
character as any man in the county in which he 
resides. The gentleman mistakes in supposing 
that he is a member of the Legislature of Ken- 
tucky, though he is a man of high character. [A 
voice. ** Did he vote for you?’’} Herdid vote for 
me, and he voted for me because he was a blood 
relation of mine, though he is a Democrat. I 
understand, also, that he is a secessionist; but 
whether that is true, I know not. As a matter of 
re to him I had that article read. Of course, 

do not know what his private conversations 
amount to, and I do not say or care; but I desire 
that justice should be done him. 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. GARNETT. I hope these interruptions 
will not come out of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 
general debate will be arrested at the expiration 
of an hour. 

Mr. GARNETT. When I rose I did not ex- 

t to speak an hour, and do not now; still the 
Houss will see the manifest propriety and justice 


be when I voted for him, I think it is his inten- || of not taking these interruptions out of my time. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The committee are ow 
erless upon that subject; the House directeq the 
debate to be arrested at the end of an hour. : 

Mr. STANTON. I suppose the gentlema 
will yield to me a moment. What I desire to s,. 
is, that [ suppose the gentleman from Penngy|. 
vania is no more authorized to speak for the Re. 
publican party than I am; and Pr he says tha, 
the incoming Administration will unquestionab|y 
take the forts, and all that, I suppose the rema;i 
is to be understood with a qualification. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I did yo, 
say what the gentleman has said. I did not say 
that the incoming Administration would unquyes. 
tionably take the forts; I said that he himself My 
Sranton] did not speak for all the Republica, 

arty; thatif Mr. Lincoln was what I understood 
him to be when I voted for him, then, when }, 
came in, he would retake the property of whic) 
we had been robbed. 

Mr. STANTON. I take it for granted that tho 
incoming administration of Mr. Lincoln will yo: 
recognize secession as a constitutional right; tha: 
it will be treated as revolution. I take it fo; 
granted that the incoming Administration wil] no; 
claim that it has any constitutional power to forego 
the execution of the laws and the collection of the 
revenues, in the mode least calculated to create 
difficylty, or to result in bloodshed. But that, of 
course, is only a temporary state of things. If 
the southern States do not return, and there is no 
constitutional mode provided by which a separate 
nationality can be recognized, of course this busi- 
ness must end in war, and these forts be retaken, 
There is no escape from that. 

Mr. GARNETT. Mr. Chairman, then, after 
all, there is no great difference between the gen- 
tleman from Pennsy!vania and the gentleman from 
Ohio. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is in 
favor of taking these forts at once, and the geu- 
tleman from Ohio is in favor of taking them afier 
a little while. I repeat, that we have also the 
declaration of Mr. Lincoln, in his public speech 
at Indianapolis, and in his private conversation 
with Mr. Hutchison—not a member of the Le- 
gislature of Kentucky, as I said before, but a man 
of high character, indorsed by gentlemen upon this 
floor; not a Bell-Everett man, as I said before, 
buta gentleman who voted for the gentleman from 
Kentucky, [Mr. Anperson,] who represents his 
district, and | think that any gentleman who voted 
for my friend from: Kentucky might pass muster 
in any Union party that ever was formed. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I say that 
Mr. Hutchison did vote for me, and he voted for 
me ata time when I was, as I am now, in favor 
of the Union. 

Mr. GARNETT. I hope the gentleman wil! 
not take up my time. I have said nothing derog- 


atory to him. 

Me. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Oh, I know 
that. I say that [ am still for the Union, and I ask 
the gentleman whether he is or not? 

Mr. GARNETT. Iam in favor of the State 
of Virginia seceding from this northern Union at 
the earliest possible moment. [Great applause 
on the floor and in the galleries, mingled with 
some hisses. 

Mr. BARR. I hope order will be preserved 
here. If this occurs again, I shall ask that the 
galleries be cleared. 

Mr. HINDMAN. It is the first time there has 
been a patriotic demonstration here for two or 
three weeks, i fh 

Mr. BARR. I think the gentleman himself 
has made a great many patriotic demonstrations. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I make one now for your 
instruction. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would say that 
gentlemen upon the floor ought not to set the ex- 
ample of applause. 

Mr. BROWN. My colleague says that he 1s 
for the Union. Will he sustain the incoming Ad- 
ministration in the event itcommences a coercive 
policy against the States which have withdrawn: 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Ifm 
league will seonete to aquestion that I shall pro- 
pound to him, I will then answerhim. [Laugh- 


ter, and cries of “* No Yankee!”’] Idesire to know 
if my colleague said, the other day, during the 
debate upon the bill of the gentleman from Indi- 
ana [Mr. Co.rax] in reference to mail service 10 
the seceding States, that a State had a right to 
secede? It has been reported that he said so; but 
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the Louisville Democrat says that he did not say 
it. Lask my colleague now, if he believes that | 
a State has a right to secede ? ' 

Several Mempers. Answer thg question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I say Ido 

not believe a State has. [Cries of ‘* That is no 
answer to the,question!’’] I am for the Union, 
the Constitution, and for the enforcement of the 
laws, as long as Tam a member of the Union. 
(Great applause in the galleries.) 
* The ct AIRMAN. The Chair will order the 
galleries to be cleared if applause or disapproval 
is again manifested. The Chair will arrest this 
whole debate, Itis all outof order. ‘This bill 
has been made the special order, and the gentle- 
man from Virginia will confine his remarks to the 
sloops-of-war. . , ; 

The LEAKE. Irise toa question of the highest | 
vrivilege. 1 demand that the galleries be cleared. 
[Loud cries of ** No!”® **No!’’] : 

Mr. ADRAIN. All except the ladies’ gallery. 

Mr. JOHN COCHRANE. I think the galle- 
ries behave better than we do. 

Mr. HINDMAN. So dol. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from | 
Virginia press his demand? 

Mr. LEAKE. Ido. 

Mr. MARTIN, of Virginia. The example 
was set to the galleries by members upon this 
floor. 3 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen will take their 
seats and preserve order. The gentleman from 
Virginia is entitled to the floor. 

Mr.GARNETT. I desire to know how much 
time I have left? 

The CHAIRMAN. Twenty-five minutes. The 











Chair will state to the gentleman from Virginia | 


furthest from the Chair, [Mr. Leake,] that if ap- 
plause is repeated in the galleries, the Chair will 
certainly order them to be cleared. The gentle- 
man from Virginia will continue his remarks. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky, addressed 
the Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ken- 


| 
| 





tucky is not in order, The Chair thinks it neces- 
sary, in compliance with the order of the House 
making this bill a special order, and as this de- 
bate has widely diverged from the bill, to bring 
the debate back to the bill. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I was an- 
swering a question which had been propounded 
to me, and [ merely desire to finish my answer. 
It will not take three minutes. My colleague 
asked me whether I was for the Union. 

Several Mempers. That was not the question. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Well, let me 
answer my colleague’s question. 
I am for the Union and the Constitution and the 
enforcement of the laws, so long as we are in the 
Union. Iam not for coercing the South. I am 
not for a force bill. I do not believe that the Gov- 


ernment can be held together by force; because | 


of all things upon earth, I deprecate civil war, as 
gentlemen upon both sides of this House ought 
to do, and I believe do. 

Mr. BROWN. If force shall be resorted to by 
the incoming Administration, are you then for 
secession? 


Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I do not 
know what Mr. Lincoln proposes. Lam no friend 
of his. I voted against him, and I expect not to 
sustain his Administration, unless he comes up to 
the Constitution, the Union,and the laws. When- 
ever a man, north or-south, east or west, does 
his duty as an American citizen, and stands under 
the old flag, I am willing to give him a cordial 
and hearty support. [Suppressed applause.] I 
asked my colleague the question I did, in justice 
to himself, because it has been stated: that 4 said 
in debate here that a State has a rigM& to secede. 
I have always understood him to be a Union man. 
1 know that his district is as loyal a district as 
any in Kentucky,and perhaps more so. I know 
that, although it has been Democratic, the Cath- 
olic portion of his constituents and the adopted 
citizens—as I have every reason to believe, having 
received communications from them—are read 


s I said before, | 











|| impeach her character and defame her institu | 





and wit to stand under the old flag, and will | 
e 


not go, at 


and not upon our own. 


Mr. GARNETT. I must protest against this 


interruption. 


The CHAIRMAN, The Chair attempted to 


ast under present circumstances, into | 
a confederacy thatsays we must go on their terms, 


} 





| Congress, inspired by the spirit of her elevated | 


| was eulogium more worthily bestowed. Yes, the 
| Catholics there, alike chivalric, generous, and 


| the sentimentof my State. Her Legislature, with- | 
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committee. | 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I have re- 
sponded to my colleague’s question. I asked him 
a question; and, in justice to him, he ought to be | 
allowed to respond. 


Mr. GARNETT. 





i} 
Let me say, then, before I | 
yield to my friend from Kentucky, (Mr. Brown,] | 
to answer the question of his colleague, that I wil | 
not afterwards yield to any further interruption 

from the other gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. BROWN. 
the question of my colleague. As an American || 
citizen, my first, Lighest, holiest ambition has || 
been to do all within the power of my humble || 
abilities to contribute to the perpetuity, prosper- | 
ity, and renewn of this Union. The boast of the || 
Roman was: ‘*Ego sum Romanus civis.’’ Mine | 
has been: ** lam an American citizen;’’ for about 
that name gathers as much of glory as any title 
has ever borne. Our grand mission has been one | 
of civilization, of advancing the cause of civil lib- 
erty, of nurturing and developing the arts and 
sciences, and of expanding our power on land and | 
sea. Proud, indeed, have been our achievements; | 
and it was hoped all this greatness rested upon a | 
safe and unwasting basis. But some of the pillars | 
of the Union are fallen, others crumbling, and the | 
magnificent fabric reels under the fury of the long- 
impending storm. 

e the midst of this so far bloodless, yet mo- 
mentous, revolution, itis with bounding pride that 
I speak of my native old Kentucky —God bless | 
her! Her history, as proud as that of any mem- | 
ber of this Confederacy, justifies me in saying 
that her loyalty to this Union must go unchal- | 
lenged. Suffering most, and suffering longest, she 
hus murmured least. Her voice and her hapes, 
in this tremendous crisis, have been and are for 
peace, for conciliation, for compromise, and for 
the Union. Her soil entombs the canonized bones | 
of the great commoner, Clay. Her commission 
sent to the Senate the pure and patriotic pacifi- 
cator, CRITTENDEN. Her commissioners are now 
in council in this capital, pleading for adjustment, 
and urging the old Roman Guthrie’s propositions. 
The bones of her brave pioneers are buried on 
northwestern plains, where they fell defending the 
homes, wives, and children, of men whose degen- 
erate and unworthy representatives on this floor 


} 
} 


Mr. Chairman, I will answer | 








tions. High, patriotic, and commanding is her 
position. Look ather! [Applause.] 
As one of her sons and Representatives in this | 


love for what our fathers gave us, I am now, as 
I always have been, for the Union; a Union of 
equality, justice, fraternity, and comity between 
its members, wherein the rights and honor of my 
fellow-citizens will be secured. 

Right heartily do I fhdorse the compliment paid | 
my constituents by the gentleman from the fourth 
district, [Mr. Anperson.] Congratulating him 
upon his sudden affection for the Catholics, whom 
he mentions, I can confidently tell him that never 


true, with Protestants, are for the Union. All 
want negotiation exhausted, every effort for com- | 
promise first to fail, before they are for changing 
their status; but, when the fatal and startling fact 
is before them, that there can be no peace, the 
loyalty of Kentucky’s sons is not such as will 


permit them to be indifferent and inactive, when || 


the swords of Lincoln’s minions are drawn to cut | 
the throats of their southern brethren. 
** Lay not that flattering unction to your soul.” 





arrest this debate, but he was not seconded by the | 
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Kentucky will resist. Again, I answer, she is for 
peace, compromise, and the Union. 

If the gentlemaa from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Sre- 
VENS,|—who just now said he was for collecting 
the revenue in southern ports, for reinforeing and 
recapturing southern forts from the possession of 
** robbers and traitors,’’ ashe fiercely brands them 
—foreshadows the policy of the incoming Admin- 
istration, then this matter is beyond accommoda- 
tion, andthe sooner Kentucky knows it the better. 
Judging from Mr. Lincoln’s oe speech, 
and his conversation with Mr. Hutchison, which 
have been alluded to in this debate, it seems, in- 
deed, that we are to be plunged into the midst of 
the horrors of civil war. God ferbid it. Coer- 
cion is an insane, wicked, atrocious policy. Its 
only rewards will be the wreck of commerce; the 
utter stagnation of trade: the bankruptcy of capi- 
talists and workingmen of every occupation north 
and south; the desolation of fair fields and happy 
homes; and a gulf between the two sections filled 
with blood, hate, and vengeance, will be made, 


| and it will only be crossed for purposes of murder 


and rapine. 

Do you Republicans think you can conquer the 
South? I tell you, if you achieve it, it will be a 
barren victory. Suppose you decimate the pop- 
ulation of the confederated States; suppose you 
burn their homes, and drive their people to the 
caves and swamps: what will you have accom- 
plished? Do you — to hold them as con- 

uered provinces? Vain and infamous is such a 
cama From the blood of your victims, as from 
the fabled dragon’s teeth, will spring up crops of 
armed men, whose religion it will be to hate and 
curse you, to wage an implacable war of revenge 
upon you, on land and sea; to pursue and hunt 
down you and your children and your children’s 
children; and this they will do till the last man of 
the South perishes. You must exterminate them 
before your task will be done. 

I have never defended the abstract right of seces- 
sion. The recent statements in the papers, that 
I did, was a misreport. My remarks on the pos- 
tal bill are correctly given in the Globe. I said 
I recognized the independence of the States which 
have left the Union, and I say so still. I have 
been raised in a school of politics in which the 
abstract right of secession is not indorsed; but I 
do subscribe to the sentiment contained in the 





Declaration of Independence—that first grand 
chart of our liberties: that when Governments 
become destructive of the ends for which they 
were created, then the people, from whose consent 
Governments derive their just powers, have the 
inherent right to alter or abolish them. I call the 
action of the confederated States of the South 
revolution. Revolution does not necessarily in- 
volve the idea of battles and bloodshed to make 
| it successful. The southern government stands 

before us and the world, a living fact; and if we 








If an effort be made to coerce her sister slave 
States, the moment that rings the echo of the first | 
un of that conflict over her hills and valleys, will | 
od her unerring riflemen gathering for the rescue | 
of the South, and in battle will she meet the forces | 
of this Government, which she is now doing most | 
to preserve. 
Such an unholy, fratricidal, and causcless war 
will precipitate my State to the bosom of the 
southern confederacy; and as she may be the last 
to join, once the partner of its fortunes, she will 
be the last to leave it, come weal or woe. 


Such is my Unionism; and I believe I speak || 


out distinction of party, have almost unanimously 
resolved that, in the event force is used against | 
the States which have withdrawn from the Unien, 


| ing, unreasonable. 


would not madly throw away all the power and 
glory and prosperity we have aabieves as a peo- 
ple, you must deal with it as such, by recognizing 
its independence, and not madly and suicidally 
attempting its destruction. 

Kentucky’s loyalty to the Union will not be 
| preserved at the dear price of aiding men in war 
on the South who denounce her institutions, aid 
in the escape of her property, deny her that comity 
due her, and wish to destroy her equality asa sov- 
| ereign member of the Confederacy. Never, sir, 
never! And if the dreaded necessity of her leav- 
ing you shall come, it will be when negotiation 
| fails, when her entreaties are refused, and you 
persist in denying what is due her interests and 
| honor; and if she must leave the Union, it will be 
| upon the divine, inherent right affirmed in the Dec- 
laration of Independence that I shall rest her vin- 

dication, so far as I may have to defend it. 
To me the future is full of gloom. For nearly 
| three months have I sat here hoping for a settle- 
ment of these distracting questions. The people 
want them settled. Southern men who buy the 
| goods and machinery and products of the North, 
| and by whose patronage your great cities have 
been built up, and the immense fortunes of your 
| merchants and manufacturers accumulated, have 
| been proud of your prosperity; for your States 
| werea part of their country. is ruin now to come 
| both upon North and South, by reason of the fanat- 
| icism and blind ambition of the politicians ot this 
Congress? You Republicans are firm, unyield- 
“ou place the Chicago plat- 
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try and its Constitution, and in the attempted 


preservation of that catechism of your political | 


faith you will wreck the nation. 
It does seem that God has struck our people 
with madness and blindness. 


ile, and the hope of the lovers of freedom through- 
out the world, so glorious in its past history, so 
precious in its splendid promises for the future 
uf peace is preserved and compromise accepted, is 
to fall to ruin, and its sad fate furnish another 
chapter to history’s national epitaph? It is trea- 
son to human hope thus to let it perish. 

I appeal to Republicans to come to the rescue; 
to do their duty to themselves, the country, and 
posterity; and, instead of speeches full of denun- 
ciation and insulting menaces to the South, give 
us our constitutional rights, concede our reason- 
able requests, and save the Republic. 
you who, in an unselfish spirit of patriotism, shall 
shake off the fetters of party, and, as heroes, ad- 
vocate compromise on a fair basis, will receive 
the applause and gratitude of present and after 
times; but others, who are for party above coun- 
try and Constitution, and who now, deaf to the 
warnings of reason, and dead to the noble inspira- 
tions of a pure love of country, are resisting com- 
promise, and urging a war in which brother must 
shed brother’s blood, and whose prospective hor- 
rors sicken the heart to contemplate, will, if their 
damnable policy be pursued, be visited, while 
living, with execration, and when dead, 

“ A thousand years from now, 
Will sit pale ghosts upon the Stygian shore, 
And read their acts by the red light of hell,”’ 

I hope that my colleague’s question is answered. 
In response to his interrogatory, I have said much 
more than I intended when Iarose. I thank the 
gentleman from Virginia (Mr. Garnett) for his 
courtesy in yielding me the floor, and I beg that 
he will accept my apologies for having so long 
trespassed upon his time. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Mr Chair- 
man 


Mr.GARNETT. I cannot yield any further. 
I must continue my remarks. 

Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky Just one 
word. 





Mr. GARNETT. No; I cannot. I beg the 
gentleman’s pardon. 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. 1 will not 


occupy half a minute. 
to my colleague 
Mr. GARNETT. Ido not yield. I ask the 
Chair whether or not I havea right to the floor? 
Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. I have noth- 
ing to say to my colleague on that; but I desire 
to say a word on another matter. 
Mr. GARNETT. I cannot yield. 


[ propounded a question 





Mr. ANDERSON, of Kentucky. Then, of | 


course, I yield. 

Mr. GARNETT. 1 will not further discuss 
the question of fact. Mr. Lincoln’s purposes 
are sufficiently explained by the debate which has 
just oceurred. 

Now, I ask gentlemen to mark the consequences 
of their attempt to retake the forts of the South. 
Attempt to retake the southern forts, or even to 
hold those which you have in the seceded States, 
and you will certainly find yourselves at war. 
Recapture the forts and arsenals! March your 
armies to Baton Rouge and Augusta! Besiege 
Forts Pulaski and Morgan; and command Sa- 
vannah and Mobile! Storm Barrancas, and re- 

ssess yourselves of the Pensacola navy-yard ! 
Do you dream that any or all of this can be done 
without rivers of blood? Nay, sir, who that 
knows the gallantry, the high sense of honor, the 
indomitable spirit that animate the people of the 
South, can suppose that they will suffer you long 
to continue your threatening and hostile positions 
in Fort Pickens and FortSumter? These States 
have declared their independence, and pledged 
themselves solemnly to the world to maintain it. 
Imagine yourselves in like situation. Would you, 
would “ men worthy to be called Americans, 
permit a foreign Power, which refused to recog- 
nize, and threatened to subjugate you, hold forts 
in your harbors, and dominate by its guns over 
your commerce and your chief cities? No, sir; 
the very position is an insult, and its continuance 
a declaration of war. Rely on it, the South will 
80 consider it. 
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form and its miserable dogmas above your coun- 


I know, sir, that ashadowy distinction has been 
taken between the execution of the laws in States 


claiming to be independent of your jurisdiction, 
/and war. 


You claim that your purpose is to 
enforce the laws against the individual who vio- 


' Is it to be—shall || lates them, and not to coerce a State. 
it be—that this Government, the refuge of the ex- 


Sir, the true difference between the execution of 
the laws and war is plain enough. To execute 
the law is the duty of the officer of a court acting 
by its mandate. If he is resisted, he may call in 
the posse comitatus; or, if necessary, Government 
may aid him with the military forces. But inevery 
case, force is used only under the order of a court, 
and only against the individuals who resist that 
order. The innocent are never confounded with 


| the guilty. 


But war assumes that the courts are gone; that 
the contest is no longer with individuals, but with 
the community; and such is notoriously the‘con- 
dition of things you will find at the South. There 
you have the whole people, all the public author- 
ities, the organized State governments, and a fed- 
eral union, with its flag, its armies, its navies, its 
oe and its president, to oppose you. 

ou propose to put yourcustom house on board 
a ship-of-war, to be stationed off the harbor, and 
there collect the revenue. This is your latest plan 
for the constitutional difficulties, not to mention 
what foreign nations might say of a blockade, 
seems to have deterred you for the present from 
that form of coercion. I pass by the impractica- 
bility of this floating and armed custom-house— 
the difficulty of appraising goods aboard ship, of 


_ weighing them, gauging them, and numbering the 
| threads in a square inch of cloth, as your new 


tariff requires. I pass by the outrage on the Con- 
stitution, in subjecting commerce in one State to 
oppressive regulations unknown in another. I 


| say nothing of the objections the foreign trader 


will make to paying double duties to you, and to 
the confederate States. But I will suppose a con- 
troversy arises with the importer: who is to de- 
cide it? What courts—what officers of the law? 
Suppose he forcibly resists your revenue laws: 
where will you try him? The Constitution says 
in the State where the crime is committed. But 

ou have no authority, no courts, in that State. 
Then you must violate the Constitution, or let his 
resistance pass unpunished, unless, indeed, you 
abandon your own theory, acknowledge yourself 
at war, and settle all questions by the sword and 
the cannon. 

Do gentlemen imagine that the men who have, 
with the utmost calmness and deliberation, in 
seven States of the Union, called conventions, as- 
sembled together at great hazard to their business, 
encountered the risks of revolution, declared their 
States outside of the Union, whose deputies have 
metat Montgomery and formed anew constitution, 
inaugurated a President, and whoare proceeding to 
raise an army and to make treaties with foreign na- 
tions—do you imagine, I say, that these men will 
permit you, aforeign nation as h esteem you, 
to collect revenue in their ports? Do you fancy 
that they will not resort to reprisals, retaliation, 
and toevery measure which the law of nations au- 
thorizes for the vindication of their independence? 

Admit that the people of South Carolina and 
the other seceding States are mad, fanatical, blind, 
what you please; condemn their action by every 
term whieh the most violent among you have 
chosen to heap upon them, still, you know the 
history of the country shows, all Christendom 
knows, that they are brave men; men who will 
shed the last dro 
their honor. And do you suppose thatsuch men, 
who have taken this solemn position in the eyes 
of the world, will retreat from it, will give it up 
at the first exhibition of force that you choose to 
make by stationing ships-of-war off their har- 
bors? No, gentlemen; this executing the laws, 
as no call it, is coercion, and coercion is war; 
and in your heart of hearts you know it—you 
know it; and while the sands of life are still run- 
ning for this Congress, the question of peace or 
war is in your hands. 

Acknowledge the independence of the confed- 
erate States, and you may have peace through- 
out your borders; you may keep with you the 
border slave States peaceably, perhaps perma- 
TT probably till they have exhausted every 
conciliatory device to restore and reform theUnion. 


| Fail to recognize that independence, and with 
i| Mr. Lincoln’s avowed opinions, on the 4th day | 








of their blood in vindication of | 
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of March next, whether you pass yo 

bills or not, but especially * ed nia Oen, - 
will inaugurate a war, and open war, to he tee 
ducted according to the laws of nations, betwee, 
youand them. It will be a war in which thei, 
object is to vindicate their independence and 
assert and maintain their right to govern them. ~ 
selves; a war in which your object is to conquer 
men who do not choose to live under your Goy. 
ernment, and to force your yoke upon an yp. 
willing people. And in that war, do you doyj), 
where Virginia will stand? Do you doubt where 
Kentucky will stand? Do you doubt where an 
of the border States will stand? Do you thin 
they will be so mean, So craven, as not to rush 
to the defense of the rights of the sister States 
whose interests in common with their own are 
invaded ? 

But if she were not impelled by honor, if shy 
were as mean as some of you would represent 
her, as foolish as the false interpretation of he; 
recent elections would argue, her material inter. 
est would not suffer her to be still. The confed. 
erate States cannot permit the border slave States 
to be abolitionized; and they will not remain jn 
this Union when you close tue Territories to their 
emigration, while the South prohibits the entry of 
their slaves. Or if the confederate States :(\| 
invite our emigration, there will commence an un- 
paralleled exodus of the wealth and the best pop. 
ulation of our States. Who will be disposed to 
remain in abolitionized Virginia, half a million of 
her laborers gone, her lands depreciated, and the 
remnant of her population and property left to 
pay her forty odd millions of debt? 

Sicnanions. what Union is this you expect us to 
adhere to? The equal Union of our fathers? No, 
sir; but a Union of a superior and an inferior 
section, governed by an anti-slavery party, whose 
policy is already revealing itself in spendthrift 
expenditures, in national bankruptcy, in ap- 
proaching civil war and military dictatorship ! 

Your Treasury is already so entirely bankrupt 
that you abandon the hope of borrowing from cap- 
italists, and imagine you imitate Louis Napo- 
leon, when you are really making a Government 
paper money like the old continental money, like 
the assignats of the French Revolution. Your 
vacillation betrays your weakness. One day you 
implore leave to obtain the indorsements of the 
States, thereby creating stocks of such different 
valuesas New York’s and Pennsylvania’sindorse- 
ments would make, and the next you ask leave 
to issue paper money of small denominations. 

You mistake the French Emperor’s policy. 
His was a registered stock, with books of sub- 
scription and receivers in every village. He could 
have sold on better terms to capitalists; but he 
suffered the loss to make his war popular with 
the laboring classes, who subscribed their savings 
in small sums. But yours is a note that passes 
by delivery; you sellit only atgreat central points, 
unless pretending to give the public creditor his 
his option, you, in fact, force him to take pay- 
mentin your paper. And if you induce the labor- 
ing class of the northern cities to withdraw their 
deposits from the savings banks to buy your notes, 
you first compel these banks to sell out an equal 
amount of other stocks, probably, in many cases, 
as notoriously in New York, of Federal stocks 
themselves. 

Thus, while you find purchasers for one class 
of Federal securities, another class will be thrown 
into the market, and depreciation will follow. Bad 
as your credit is, your policy would make it still 
worse. You propose to incura debt of $121 ,000,000 
for a Pacific railroad. You are electioneering by 
lavish appropriations, for overland mails and In- 
dian war debts, and you willenact a tariff against 
whose inidhities the commercial men of New 
York, of all parties, raise the 7, of indignation. 
Your greatest importing city will thus be checked 
in its growth, and in the mean time your people 
will be required to contribute millions in men an 
in money, to carry on a war against the South, 
a war against a people who trade with them, ® 
war against a people who have fought with them 
in all their battles,a war against their own breth- 
ren. Your policy of financial bankruptcy and 
commercial ruin is not the worst. You propose 
to invest the President with almost unlimited 
power to borrow money. The bills you have 

assed, and are passing, for raising loans, g'v° 
bins the right to borrow some seventy million 
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dollars; and so various are their provisions, that 
he may be said to have almost absolute discretion 
in the mode of eens: ; . 

Next, yougivghim the discretion of closing any 

ort in the country which he may deem proper, 
and thereby place the whole commerce of the 
country at Rig mercy. Then, you authorize him 
to raise any number of troops that he pleases, 
thereby incurring the public debt and expendi- 
tures without check or limit. He may execute 
the laws, and make war in the States where and 
when he graciously pleases. The Constitution 
forbids war against the foreigner without special 
law to authorize; but you give the Executive 
discretion to make war on your fellow-citizens at 
his own will—you give him absolute control over 

urse and sword. Sir, I do not believe I am utter- 
ing an extravagant prediction when I say that, if 
you commence this war, before you come out of | 
it you will have established an absolute military 
dictatorship. Look atthe signs already. Ithas 
been predicted; ithas been proposed upon this floor | 
by one gentleman; it has been spoken of as a 
probable necessity in the papers. Look at the 
assemblage of troops in this city; ridiculous, to 
be sure, if you consider the pretended cause or 
the mighty effort and the long time it has cost the 
lieutenantgeneral to collectthem; but more serious 
if you regard the purpose for which they have 
been collected. How eagerly has our great cap- 
tain availed himself of anonymous letters and 
street gossip—for, in his evidence, he assigns no 
better causes—to lend himself to the idle panic 
which designing persons have gotten up! 

In the organization of these troops, every south- 
ern captain, every southern officer is sent off, the 
whole force put into the hands of northern men; 
and why? Does the lieutenant general expect | 
to use them againsttheSouth? Sir, you have all | 








around you expressive symptoms of the-coming 
military despotism. Look at the progress of Lin- 
coln from his home in the West; at the military 
escort, before unheard of, detailed by General 
Scott and Mr. Holt to attend him; at the fawning 
oyeeans and adulatory praises of the thou- 
sands who have met him at every stopping place. 
Consider that culmination of flunkeyism in the 





the honor of waiting upon this great dispenser of | 
loaves and fishes. Look at the minuteness with 
which every detail is paraded before the public in 
the newspapers; the description of the rooms in 
which he sleeps, the chairs in which he sits; how 
he has a bow for one, a smile for another, and a 
kiss for a third, all reported with the greatest mi- 
nuteness; the growth of his whiskers commented 
upon. Sir, I challenge you to find in any Eng- 
lish newspaper the reports of the journeys of Vic- 
toria, so filled with fawning flattery as our daily 
accounts of the progress of this northwestern 
Republican President. 

y, sir; and look at the evidences here in this 
city. Havewe notageneral-in-chief of the Army, 
attended by his guards—a guard always stationed 
at his door? Have you not troops posted at all 
the available avenues to this Capitol, kept, as we 
are told, in secret, ready to march into this Hall 
whenever any disorder may occur? Is there not 
artillery enough here for an army of ten thousand 
men? And more than this, we are informed that 
there are spies who watch the movements of every 
southern man. 

It was but the other day that a gallant officer | 
from the State of Maryland, a captain of one of 
the companies now stationed in this city, in pri- 
vate conversation with another officer, remarked 
that it was a disagreeable position in which gen- 
tlemen of the Army were placed here in Wash- 
ington, regarded as the soldiers of the Federal Gov- 
ernment, in a possible war against their fellow- 
citizens. This conversation was overheard by 
some miserable eavesdropper, who carried it to | 
Lieutenant General Scott; who, forgetting the in- 
stincts of a Virginian, listened to the eavesdrop- 
per, sent for this Maryland captain, and interro- 
gated him as to the truth of the story. It was at 
once acknowledged; for to what honorable man 
would it not be disagreeable to be put in such a | 
position? It ought to be painful even to Winfield | 
Scott himself, though he might think it an act of | 
duty to aid in gathering forces, and pointing their | 
bayonets against the bosom of that old State | 
which has ever forwarded him in his career of | 
distinetion, and whose plaudits attended every | 
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fierce contest in the New York Legislature over || tributes the public ships as he t 


orders. 
Secretary would be an accessory before the fact; 


laurel he has won in the battles of the country, 
had he not forgotten the instincts of his birth; had 
he not forgotten the glorious memories of his native 
State. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vir- 
inia is not only transgressing the order of the 
ouse making this subject a special order, but 
also the rule of the House which prohibits per- 
sonality. 

Mr. BRANCH. Does the chairman of this 
committeee declare that it is against the rules of 
order of the House of Representatives for a mem- 
ber to comment upon the conduct of the lieuten- 
ant general of the Army? 

Mr.GARNETT. I was pointing out the forms 
of an imperial court which attend the progress of 
the Republican President elect. I was pointing 
out that the deletores of Imperial Rome had reap- 
peared, and eavesdroppers are part of the military 
court of your commander-in-chief; and I am in- 
terrupted by the chairman of this committee, who 
considers that it is an act of lese majeste to say 
nnn against those in authority. 

he CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman from Virginia that nearly the en- 
tire body of his speech has been in contravention 
of the rule of the House which confines debate on 
a special order to the subject-matter immediately 
pending. Yet the Chair—no objection being 
made—did not check him. On the contrary, the 
Chair has allowed him the utmost latitude of de- 
bate. When the gentleman still further wandered 
from the rules, the Chair deemed it his duty to 
call attention to it. The gentleman’s time has 
now expired. However,as much of it was taken 
up ‘by interruptions, the Chair will consider the 
gentleman’s amendment as now offered, and that 
he is entitled to five minutes upon it. 

Mr. GARNETT. The Chair will see the pro- 
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heart that it is the best possible mode of prevent- 
ing war and reconstructing a Union of equality 

You talk of amendments to the Constitution, and 
forget that the preliminary question of war or 
peace must first be settled. It cannot remain open 
during the tedious process of constitutional amend- 
ment. Nay, sir,amendment is impossible, unless 
you previously gosngneee the independence of the 
confederate States. For until you do that, amend- 
ment requires the ratification of twenty-six Staies; 
and as the seven seceding cannot and will not 
act, it requires every northern State, except one, 
and absolutely all, if Arkansas meantime secedes. 
Is this a possibility? While you are waiting this 
slow and utterly improbable result, Mr. Lincoln 
will be recapturing forts, blockading harbors, and 
the whole country will resound with the horrid 
din of war. 

But secession offers the best, if not the only, 
chance for peace; and peace, the only hope of re- 
construction. Already the signs, at one time 
more hopeful of peace and adjustment, are blasted 
by the pretended friends of Union, who—God 
forgive them—have unwittingly taken the surest 
means of hardening the hearts of our Black Re- 
publican rulers, and making disunion permanant 
and bloody. Upon their heads rests the respon- 
sibility. Even now, were the South ali united, 
their confederacy would be so strong as to make 
attack hopeless. The confederate States have 
adopted a constitution nearly the same as ours. 
One by one we might join them; and even the 
border free States wanld find this new confed- 
eracy, with the old Constitution, a more faithful 
guardian of the old traditions, a truer successor of 
the old Union, than the Government we now live 
under; and they would seek admission, and leave 
the fanatics of New England and the lake shore 
country to seek what Canadian connections they 








priety of my finishing what I had commenced || might be able to form. Yes, sir, when the gen- 


when interrupted. 

When this captain stated that what was re- 
ported of him was true, he was dispatched to 
another post, and a captain from Maine was or- 
dered here to take command of his company. 
In like manner, you introduce resolutions cen- 
suring the Secretary of the — because he dis- 

1inks the public 
interest requires, and because he does not cate- 
chise the officers as to what their course of con- 
duct will be in future contingencies. For my part, 
I think it would be the instinct of honorable men 
to despise and to contemn any officer who would 
say thathe would ever beararms against his native 
State, whether right or wrong, whether he ap- 
proved ordisapproved. Every man who feels the 
true spirit of honor would consent to any sac- 
rifice—would die the death—before he would raise 
an arm against the old State that gaye him birth, 
that sheltered his youth, and to whom he owes 
his allegiance. 

The disregard of all law does not stop here. 
The Secretary of the Treasury orders—and he is 
even applauded for the spirit of the order—an 
officer to shoot down any one who commits a 
trespass on the flag, and he directs a lieutenant 
to displace the captain if he does not obey the 

If this order ended in a murder, the 


but it is paralleled by King Bomba, of Naples 


| alone. That worthy potentate was for executing 


the laws; and he divided political offenses into three 
classes: the first was to be dealt with in the ordi- 
nary way—by courts,I presume. The second still 
required a ** procedure,’”’ though an ‘ extraor- 
dinary ’? one. But the third he treated as Mr. 
Dix does a trespass on the flag. The criminals 
were ‘* to be immediately executed by shooting;”’ 
and like Mr. Dix, he could not help suspecting 
that even in Sicily instruments might fai) him 
for carrying out these savage ordinances, and so 
he continues: 

‘Tf, in trials of the kind mentioned above, there should 
be any case of refusal to act, or a scruple of conscience on 


the part of all or some of the 


: judges forming the military 
or civil commission,”’ ? % . 


e * we grant 
you the power to choose, in the place of those members 
| who may have scruples, such other officers or judges as 
you may think fit, of the same class as those who appear 
| to you doubtful.” 


I said, sir, in answer to the gentleman from 
| Kentucky, (Mr. Anperson,] that I was in favor 


| of my State seceding at the earliest possible mo- 
|ment. As I said on a former occasion, | am in 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 
j 








tleman from Kentucky [Mr. Anperson] asks me 
if lam for the Union, l ask him, what Union? 
The Union of our fathers, the equal Union of sov- 


| ereign States? Yes; but it is gone—vanished! 


In its stead, we have two unions—a northern and 
a southern. I am against the unequal Union of 
a few vassal] slave States, and the numerous free 
States, inspired and governed by the New Eng- 
land iehoal of politics. I am for the union of 
kindred southern States; I am for reconstructing 
a union, if not the same with that of 1789, yet 
preserving its spirit and inheriting its principles 
of State sovereignty and equality. Therefore, I 
am for seceding fro™ this sectional despotism, and 
seeking peace, equality, honor, and reconstruc- 
tion with the South. 

I believe, sir, that the question now stands be- 
tween two confederacies—a northern and a south- 
ern confederacy. Between them, I would choose 
the southern. It is the only feasible mode of 
reaching a peaceful alliance or league between the 
northern and southern States. The mythical le- 
gend of antiquity tells you, that when the Sibyl 
offered the Roman tyrant the books of fate, he de- 
clined the effer. Twice she returned, buteach time 
a portion of the books was destroyed; and when, 
at last, his eyes were opened to their value, be 
could obtain but a remnant of the priceless, leaves. 
You have been like that tyrant. Deiug the three 
months'of this session, you have had it in your 
power to arrest the movement of secession, and 
save this Union. When you came here, had you 
hastened to pass measures of adjustment, moder- 
ate adjustment, the Union feeling still strong, at 
least in the border States, and then yet living in 
the South, would have accepted it. You refused 
even toconsider the offer. 

Later still, it was in your power to have saved 
the Union. It was proposed to you to suspend the 
execution of the Pederal laws in the seceding 
States, to give time for negotiation, and to allow 
the people of the North to or whether they would 
longer submit to this Republican assault upon the 
Union, and the people of the South opportunity 
to decide whether they were willing to return on 
fair terms, That proposition, too, you refused to 
hear. Now, the chances are gone. The Siby!- 
line books are nearly destroyed. Only one third 
remain, and they contain the issues of peace or 
war. Choose ye between them! We of the South 
desire peace. We desire friendship with you; but 
choose which you may, the people of the South, 
and their brethren on the southern border—breth- 


|| favor of her secession, because I believe in my || renin heart, if not in name; ay, and many brave 
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lovers of justice in the North—stand ready to 
meet you in the name of the God of battles and 
of our fathers. p 

Mr. MILLSON. Mr. Chairman, I wish to res- 
cue the amendment, now pending before the com- 
mittee, from the general views submitted by my 
colleague, and to present it to the committee in 
its proper light. It is because I agree with my 
colleague in his general purpose to oppose every- 
thing that may involve a collision, in the future, 
between the Government of the United States and 
any of the seceding States, that I rise to protest 
against the effort to represent every subject, even 
of ordinary legislation, as being connected with 
an attempted invasion of the safety of certain 
States. [suggest to my colleague, that if we at- 
tempt now to say thateven a measure of this sort 
is necessarily connected with a hostile purpose 
against any State of the Union, we shall cease to 
have any effect when we raise our voices in oppo- 
sition to measures of real and actual coercion. 
Why, sir, must we disband our Army entirely, 
lest, from the maintenance of a military force, it 
shall be thought that we contemplate war against 
any of the States? Shall we burn our Navy and 
dismiss our officers, Jest it be fancied that the main- 
tenance of the Navy threatens the safety of some 
of the States of the Union? 

I concurred in the report of this amendment 
from the Committee of Ways and Means, and I 
expect to vote for a concurrence in it in the House. 
I have been in favor of the measure for years past, 
and uniformly voted for it. My colleague, per- 
haps, has uniformly voted against it. He repre- 
serits the amendment as contemplating the insti- 
tution of measures for coercing the seceding States. 
Why, does not my colleague know that the ap- 
propriation will not be effective ut all until the Ist 
of July next, and that full two years will be ne- 
cessary to elapse before these vessels can be built 
at all? Why, sir, the engines of these steamers 
cannot be completed before, I trust, all the diffi- 
culties in the country will be ended in some way 
or other. If my colleague supposes that this is 
a war measure, | think I can relieve his appre- 
hensions by representing to him that I know noth- 
ing better calculated to prevent the active prose- 
cution of any war that may be intended against 
the seceding States than the passage of thisamend- 
ment; for, while the ships themselves cannot be 
used for any such preees) yet it is unquestion- 
ably true that the $1,200,000 appropriated will be 
taken from other objects of expenditure, and will, 
to that extent, cripple the finf&ices of the Govern- 
ment, if they should propose to levy war against 
the States. 

Sir, the present Administration recommends this 
measure. The Secretary of the Navy recom- 
mended this particular measure more than two 
years ago. He repeated the recommendation at 
the next session, and he repeats the recommenda- 
tion at the present session. These vessels, sir, 
will be useful for many purposes. They will be 
especially useful in suppressing the slave trade on 
the coast of Africa. They are desired for that 
object, and they are desired also for ordinary ser- 
vice in the Gulf of Mexago and the Caribbean sea. 
l ask the Clerk to read from the last annual re- 
port of the Secretary of the Navy the two pas- 
sages which I have marked; and surely this rec- 
ommendation of the measure, emanating from the 

resent Secretary of the Navy, who is known to 
Cs opposed to the policy of coercion, and written 
after the present difficulties were universall 
known, ought to furnish at once conclusive evi- 
dence to my colleague that these vessels are not 
intended for any such purpose. 

One word in conclusion. My colleague cries 
** war’’ so often that I am afraid, when war meas- 
ures are really contemplated, we shall be slow to 
believe it. If war does come, I think my col- 
league will be, perhaps, the first to perceive its 
approach. He seems, sir, to wait for war ‘‘more 
than they that watch for the morning.”’ [Laugh- 
ter. 


The Clerk read the extracts from the report of 
the Secretary of the Navy, as follows: 


“The sloops-of-war built prior to 1840, and the brigs 
Bainvridge, Perry, and Dolphin, require such an expendi- 
ture to keep them fit for service that it will soon be advan- 
tageous to them with new vessels. They are not 
} enough store-ships.’’ . - 
we The constant appeal of American citizens, coming to 
us from all of the world, asking for security and 
protection beyond what the Government, with its present 






means, can afford them, speaks a language to which we are 
| not at liberty to turn a deaf ear. To be able at any time, 
at short notice, to throw a powerful naval force upon any 


| given point where our interests are threatened or the lives | 


of American citizens are in jeopardy, is not only a consti- 

tutional daty, but one of the safest, most beneficent, and 
salutary powers that can be intrusted to official bands ua- 
der a republican form of government; and | cannot permit 
the present occasion to pass without most earnestly recom- 
mending the policy of a gradual, substantial, and perma- 
nent increase of the Navy, accompanied by the universal 
introduction into it of the motive power of steam. Such 
policy is essential to the protection of our coasts and com- 
merce, and of Anferican citizens and their property on the 
ocean and in distant countries ; to the preservation of peace, 
the efficiency of negotiation, the general advancement of 
our commercial interests, the maintenance of our appropri- 
ate position among nations, and the prompt vindication of 
our rights and of the honor of the country, and should be 
subject to none of the ordinary vacillations arising from the 
varied success of political parties.’’ 


Mr.CURTIS. I move pro forma to amend the 








|| amendment of the gentleman from Virginia, by 
|| adding the words “except for the defense of the 


| Federal Government.” 
Mr. Chairman, I have not time, in five min- 
utes, to answer the speeches that have been made 
this morning. I regret very much that I have 
not. The gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Gar- 
a every occasion when any measure has 
come before the House from the Committee on 
Military Affairs for the last three weeks, has 
undertaken to present to the House the idea of 
coercion and war. When we proposed that the 
volunteers of this city should be so organized 
that they could keep the peace of the city, and to 
require them to take an oath of fealty to the flag 
of the Union, the gentleman instantly raised the 
ery of coercion and war. When the peace of this 
city was threatened, and the commanding gen- 
eral ordered troops here for the purpose of keep- 
ing the peace, and when er were marching into 
the city, he rose in his place and again cried 
‘war! war! war!’’ Now, how many troops are 
there here? What terrible army is this that the 
gentleman is so constantly crying outabout? But 
nine hundred men, not equivalent to a single regi- 
ment in er of the armies of the world. What 
will the world think of this Government and of 
this greet nation, when a statesman rises wpon 
this floor and condemns the presence of a stand- 
ing army at the national capital at such a time 
as this, which amounts to the insignificant num- 
ber of nine hundred men? Why, sir, the other 
nations of the earth hold revolution and discord 
and anarchy in check by armies of millions, if 
necessary for that purpose. ‘Two or three hun- 
dred thousand troops are considered in many 
countries but a smal] standing army, and here the 
commanding general cannot command a singie 
regiment. The world will look upon these 
speeches. Their eyes are now turned upon us; 
and I ask you if the conduct of the lieutenant 
neral commanding the Army of the United 
tates should be thus held up belies the world 
as though he were trying to establish despotism 
and tyranny here, shen he has not got enough 
soldiers here to constitute a regiment or command 
a battery? 

And now, when it is proposed to add to the 
Navy five or six vessels of war, after we have 
lost some of our revenue cutters, which have been 
seized by the insurgents whom the gentleman so 
strenuously advocates and defends, he again rises 
and endeavors to make the people of the country 
believe that it is a war measure, and to alarm 
them, as if there was me real danger of tyranny 
and oppression and military despotism in this 
country. : i 

Again, sir, when the Committee on Military 
Affairs propose to give the incoming President 
the powers which the Constitution contemplates 
to preserve the peace of the Union, the geatleman 
rises and deprecates any such effort to strengthen 
the arm of the Executive, and speaks of it as 
though it were coercion of southern States. 

Sir, we have no war, except the war that is 
made upon the United States, the war that exists 
in the United States, and which is only peculiar 
in one respect—that the blows are all from one 
side. Our forts have been taken. That is a casus 
belli. Our armories have been taken. That is 
another. Our ships have been fired at. ‘That is 
athird. A red flag of war has been placed —e 
batteries and upon forts facing our forts. That 
is another act of war; and it is an indication of a 
determination of a bloody war, a war of exterm- 
ination; for a red flag is a pirate’s flag. 
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that there is a continuing war going on; f, 

flag of the United States chat floats oe we 
Sumter is now threatened with war. That fort 
is ey, besieged, and the lines of circumya). 
lation are being perfected. There is war in th, 
South against the flag of our country, against the 
Union, against the peace of the country, agains 
our homes and our firesides; and it is for defense 
that we want an Army and a Navy and thé mjjj. 
tia of the country. 

{Here the hammer eg A 

Mr. BRANCH. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Iowa says we have but nine hundred troops 
here, and asks us what have we to fear. I assure 
him that I do not fear nine hundred troops, nor 
ten times nine hundred, against the liberties of 
this country. What we fear is that which seems 
to be taking possession of the public mind—a dis. 
yosition to rule this country by military power, 

e see, it is true, in limited numbers at present, 
regular troops brought to surround this Capito| 
while Congress is carrying on its deliberations, 
There are but nine hundred now. Next year, or 
the year after, there may be ninety thousand; and 
we may follow—and we fear we see the symptoms 
that this country is about to follow—the example 
set in so many Republics before us. 

The gentleman from Iowa reminds us that other 
Governments have millions of troops around them 
to sustain them. It is true, sir, that other Goy- 
ernments do have them; and hence it is true that 
this is the only free Republic that exists on the 
face of the globe. Does the gentleman from Lowa 
intend that we shall follow the example of the 
Governments of Europe? Louis Napoleon, with 
his half million armed men, has crushed down 
the liberties of France. He holds the iron heel 
upon the necks of the people, because he has his 
half million armed men around his throne. Are 
we to follow thatexample ? The emperor of Rus- 
sia 

Mr. HINDMAN. Irise to a question of order. 
I believe it was decided by the Chair a while ago 
that it was not in order to assail distinguished 
military characters; and I trust the gentleman 
from North Carolina will make no assault upon 
the French emperor. ([Laughter.] 

Tie CHAIRMAN. The Chair will sustain 
the point of order raised by the gentleman from 
Arkansas, but for a different reason from that 
stated by the gentleman. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I withdraw the point of 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman from North Carolina and the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas, both, that the remarks of 
the gentleman from Virginia were not in order, 
because he went into general debate after the 
House had limited debate upon this bill, by mak- 
ing it a special order; and certainly the gentleman 
from North Carolina is wandering far from the 
sloops-of-war when speaking of the conduct of the 
lieutenant general; and if the point of order is in- 
sisted on, the Chair will confine the gentleman to 
the pending amendment. 

Mr. WINSLOW. The question before the 
House is the question of coercion—the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. HINDMAN. I ask if it is in order for 
the Chair to decide a point of order which has 
been withdrawn. 

Mr. BRANCH. The point of order raised by 
the gentleman from Arkansas was, that it is not 
in order to speak disrespectfully of the Emperor 
of the French as a distinguished military charac- 
ter. I understand the Chair now to say that, if 
he insists upon that point of order, the Chair will 
have to sustain it. : 

The CHAIRMAN. The decision of the Chair 
is, that the gentleman from North Carolina must 
confine his remarks to the ships-of-war, with 
which Louis Napoleon has nothing to do. 
Coens 

Mr. BRANCH. I am very glad, indeed, of the 
explanation that the Chair has made in reference 
to the circumstance to which he has alluded, be- 
cause, 1 regarded it at the time as one of the most 
striking features of the times; that when the Pres'- 
dent of the United States, day after day, 1s 8s 
sailed upon this floor in the most violent languas’, 
when his personal integrity is assailed without 
stint, and no member is ever called to order for 
it, the first time that a Representative of the peo- 
ple rises here, while we are surrounded by armed 
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